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CURRENT TOPICS. 


_ Lorn Carrns will preside at the judicial sittings of the House 
of Lords next week. 





| Viex-CHancentor Hai announced on Wednesday that he 
_ will not before the Christmas Vacation hear any witness causes 
_ beyond those already in his paper. 





| Te Lorp Cuancrizor returned to town on Monday last, 
- and on Tuesday heard three Chancery applications at his resi- 
| dence in Portland-place. We are glad to learn that his lord- 


ship’s health has apparently been completely re-established. 





A norice has been issued, which will be found in another 
' column, on the subject of entering chancery causes and marking 
| them “short,” and by the same notice it is directed that no cause 
| which has been in the paper of the day, or is within twelve of the 
_ last cause in the paper, is to be marked to stand over by consent. 
_ The occasion for this notice is the common practice of allowing 
causes to get into the paper before the parties are ready for the 
trial, and then, the day before the cause is in the paper, or even 
on the very day, bringing a consent to the cause standing over ; 
the result being that the judge’s cause paper breaks down. The 
effect of the new direction will be that a cause in the paper not 
ready for hearing will be struck out, and the plaintiff will have 
to pay a new fee for entering it for hearing. Solicitors will 
require in future to keep a careful eye on the cause books. 





A VERY UNUSUAL ACT OF LARCENY is. supposed to have been 
committed at the Royal Courts of Justice; one of the Chancery 
Cause Books being missing. It has hitherto been the practice to 
allow these books to lie on the table of room 136, in order to 
enable persons to search them and discover how causes stand with 
reference to the probable time of their being tried, and it would 
cause great inconvenience if it should become necessary to make 
more stringent regulations. It is difficult to see what reason any 
one could have for coveting such a book, for the contents are 
not of a fascinating character, and the value of the parchment on 
which they are written can hardly be supposed to afford a sufficient 
motive for theft. These books being the principal records of 
causes set down for hearing, it is very troublesome to collect the 
materials from which they have been compiled from day to day, 
and transcribe them afresh in a new book. This has already been 
done in the case of the missing book, but of course it is open to 
doubt whether the new record contains everything which was in 
the missing one. : 


THE BANQUET given by the bar to Sir G. W. BramweE.t on 
his retirement from the bench was a fitting termination for a 
yreat career. The expressions used with reference to him by the 
Attorney-General on the part of the bar may be adopted by the 
whole profession and by the public. No doubt those whe knew 
him most can best appreciate the ascendency of his personal 
qualities, but no one acquainted with the business of the courts 
can have failed to notice the unvarying candour with which he 
more than appreciated every argument raised before him. which 
__ had even the semblance of reason in it, and rejected it only after 
having set it in a more persuasive form than the adyocate; the 





depth and subtlety with which he tracked the fundamental 
principles, the practical results, and the legal analogies involyed in 
the matters brought before him for decision; the frankness with 
which he admitted ignorance and acce information on 
points where a mind less sute of itse ight be tempted 
to affect knowledge; the penetration with “which he reached 
the heart and substance of a case; the moral vigour and broad 
good sense with which he brushed aside all fringe, subterfuge, 
and evasion; and, perhaps above all, the mingl and 
kindliness with which he administered the difficult and anxious 
duties of a criminal judge. A judicial career of five and twenty 
years, in which these qualities, always exhibited, seemed eventually 
to gain in fulness and maturity, will explain the ardour and 
enthusiasm with which all—from his contemporaries down to those 
who, as he humorously said, had been not only professionally 
but naturally born since he first took his seat on the bench— 
united in celebrating his retirement with their affectionate fare- 
well. 





WE WERE PREMATURE in stating some weeks ago, on the 
authority of the speeches of the promoters, that the Mancliester 
Tribunal of Arbitration was in full working order as regarded 
arbitrators, rules, and seale of fees, It now appears that 
the only portion of the tribunal which was then in full working 
order was the solitary suitor. We trust he will not beso un- 
reasonable as to blame the Organization Committee for delay, or 
require his money to be returned. on the ground, that no perform- 
ance has taken place. Independently of the consideration that a 
few weeks’ delay might result in the appearance of another suitor, 
there are many questions requiring prolonged and renewed in- 
vestigation before the new system of judicature can be launchied. 
For instance, although the seale of fees was stated weeks to 
have been “arranged,” the Organization Committee have 
“fully discussing” the subject, some of the volunteer judges pre- 
ferring “‘not to have any fee at all,” while others rather pre- 
ferred to have a fee. Again, the question of the presence ‘of the 
registrar at the sittings of the court gave rise to “ diversity of 
opinion,” some apprehension being felt (as we gather from the 
proceedings at the meeting on Monday last) lest the registrar 
should become “the master of the situation,” the arbitrators 
oceupying “a subsidiary position”; while, on the other hand, 
one of the volunteer judges emphatically declared that “ he should 
not defer in any respect to the opinion of the registrar.” We 
cannot help thinking that the latter is the more consistent view. 
The registrar is a solicitor, and therefore more or less hampered 
with antiquated notions relating to what is and what is not evid- 
ence, and what is and what is not justice. His presence will have a 
tendency to shut out to some extent that light of nature by which 
the arbitrators are to decide the case of the solitary suitor and his 
possible successors. We therefore think that the decision in 
favour of admitting the registrar to all the sittings of the court 
should be remitted for further incubation by the ation 
Committee. Another important question which efigaged the 
attention of the meeting on Monday was that of luncheon. Mr. 
Dopps stated that “ from what he knew, he believed that luncheon 
was a principal part of legal arbitrations,” and this statement is 
reported to have been received with a sympathetic “hear, hear.” 
The matter, however, had not been overlooked by the Organization 
Committee, and the chairman stated that,“ in the case of arbitra- 
tions conducted in connection with the chamber, no charge would 
be made for luncheon.” With a fee of two guineas per day and 
a gratuitous lunch provided, all difficulty in obtaining the services 
of Manchester merchants as judges will, doubtless, be removed, 
but the anxious question of how to attract the suitor remains 
unsolved. Could not he also be. offered a gratuitous and sump- 
tuous lunch ? : Pere 
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THE EXTRAORDINARY RUSH OF CASES bearing upon points 
connected with the disclaimer of a lease by a trustee in bank- 
ruptey, which was headed by the rather recent case of Smalley v. 
Hardinge (29 W. R. 555), might almost suggest a doubt whether 
their previous rarity may be due to the omissions of the 
reporters. In commenting upon the case of Lx parte Walton 
(L. R. 17 Ch. D..746), we lately pointed out that the decision in 
that case does nét conflict with the decision in Smalley v. Har- 
dinge. But it is equally true that there is nevertheless something 
discordant between their respective rationes decidendi. Smalley 
v. Hardinge went upon the principle of giving its strict legal 
meaning to the word “ surrender’ in section 23 of the Act. But 
Ez parte Walton, where the Court of Appeal held that such a 
constructive surrender operates only tv relieve the estate of the 
bankrupt from liability, and does not prevent the bankrupt’s 
lessor from enforcing against the bankrupt’s underlessee cer- 
tain rights in rem arising upon the bankrupt’s lease, which 
is “deemed to have been surrendered,” manifestly departs 
from the strict meaning of the word. In a case (x parte 
Glegg) reported by us last week (p. 57) the Court of Appeal has 
made a return to the stricter interpretation. In this case the lease 
which had been disclaimed contained a stipulation that the lessee 
might remove his trade fixtures at any time “within twelve 
months from the expiration or other sooner determination of the 
term.’”’ Betore the disclaimer, but after the adjudication, the 
trustee had sold the fixtures. The Court of Appeal held, reversing 
the decision of Bacon, V.C., that, since a surrender, if made at the 
time of adjudication, to which the disclaimer is referred back by 
the Bankruptcy Act, would have terminated not only the demise 
itself but every stipulation therein contained, the disclaimer had 
operated as from that date to destroy the lessee’s right to remove 
the fixtures, and that the lessor was entitled to the proceeds of their 
sale. The decision is manifestiy right, for it would be absurd to 
hold that, while the bankrupt and his estate and his trustee are 
relieved from liability under the onerous provisions, they may 
enforce the beneficial provisions of a lease. 





AN IMPORTANT QUESTION of registration law, which we have 
on more than one occasion discussed, has been recently decided by 
the Queen’s Bench Division. It appears to have been decided in 
conformity with the opinion we have expressed, and to have 
turned on the considerations indicated by us as those which would 
govern the case. We allude to the question as to the right of an 
occupier of one or more rooms in a house not structurally severed 
to the franchise as the occupier of a dwelling-house. The court 
were clearly of opinion that where such an occupier had an 
independent occupation of the room or rooms, providing his own 
furniture, and not being provided with any attendance by the land- 
lord, his occupation was that of an inhabitant householder, and 
not that of a lodger ; and that consequently he was entitled to the 
franchise, independently of any question of the annual value of 
his occupation. The etfect of this decision is in many places to 
enfranchise thousands of persons. We observed, when originally 
discussing the provisions of the Parliamentary and Municipal 
Registration Act, that it was really a most improper thing that a 
provision substantially affecting the qualification should be intro- 
duced in an omnibus Bill principally dealing with matters of 
mere machinery. We believe that this provision, in consequence, 
passed practically without discussion, and that its important 
character was not at the time realized. It has, after the recent 
decision, dawned upon some of our contemporaries that such a 
provision ought not to have been introduced in the manner in 
which it was; and the mode in which it became law is therefore 
now severely criticised. 





Wednesday was the last day for depositing plans appended to private Bille 
to be introdaced into Parliament next session. The nomber of plans so 
deposited at the Private Bill Office of the House of Commons was, tays the 
Times, 310, a larger number then has been received there for fourteen or 
fiftecn years. Ot the total, 127 were for railways, 35 for tramways, 88 


miscellaneous, and 60 for provisional orders, Last session (1881) there were 
— 87 railway, 17 tramway, 52 miscellaneous Bille, ond 88 provisional 
orders, 








THE LEGAL ASPECT OF THE PROPOSED — 


CHANNEL TUNNEL. 


We observe that a Bill is being promoted for the purpose of 
acquiring powers with a view to the construction of a tunnel 
under the Channel. It seems to us that if this enterprize is ever 
carried to a successful termination, nice questions of law may 
arise with regard thereto. In the case of inland streams or waters, 
there is, except with regard to tidal estuaries, a presumption that 
the bed of the stream or water belongs to the riparian proprietors 


usque ad medium filum; but then such streams and waters form | 


part of the realm, and it is, of course, common knowledge that no 
such presumption applies to any part of the bed of the sea, which 
is not part of any realm. The Franconia case led to a very full 
discussion of the jurisdiction of the Queen over the adjacent sea, 
and although, for certain purposes. a belt of sea surrounding the 
land for a certain distance is considered as within the jurisdiction, 
this is only for certain purposes of a limited nature. Is the 
tunnel to be considered as belonging usque ad medium filum to the 
two countries of France and England, and if so, why? The soil 
through which it is being constructed certainly does not so belong 
at present. Then why should the tunnel do so? We have here 
a question that really involves points of t interest to those 
ingenious persons who speculate on the original theoretical basis 
of all rights of property or other rights. It may be suggested 
that, so far as the private property in the tunnel is concerned, 
the tunnel, being something reclaimed or occupied out of that 
which was originally waste and occupied by none in particular, 
a proprietary right arises by reason of first occupancy. But 
this, again, leaves the chief difficulty unsolved. It might be that 
the property in the tunnel would be that of the constructors, but 
that would not determine in what proportion it was to be con- 
sidered as forming part of the two realms. It would only be as 
if an English company had purchased so much land in France for 
the purposes of some enterprize. It might be suggested that upon 
the construction of the tunnel the soil of it, usque ad medium filum, 
became part of the territory of each realm ex necessitate rei. To 
employ an analogy : suppose, for instance, an earthquake suddenly 
throws up an isthmus connecting England and France, we suppose 
international lawyers must have a theory applicable to such an 
inconvenient occurrence. 

But, apart from jesting, if the tunnel ever exists questions will 
arise that must have a solution, and it seems to us that nothing 
short of an Act of Parliament and a treaty can solve them. 
Suppose, for instance, a German murders an Italian in the middle 
of the tunnel, or a French policeman arrests an Englishman, 
wanted for an offence in France, on the English side of the 
medium filum? This latter case is conceivable, though not very 
likely. The Englishman might be on his way to France, and the 
French detective, watching him in the same carriage, might, 
fearing his escape or something of the sort, seize him too soon. 
The case of a criminal offence committed in the tunnel might easily 
happen. A collision, through criminal negligence, causing death 
might occur. Very nice questions of fact, too, might arise as to the 
precise point in the tunnel at which the offence took place, and 
so whether in England or France. ‘Take a case like that of the 
murder of Gold by Lefroy. The process of murder apparently 
continued some time. No other person being present, how would 
it be possible to say at what time the death-stroke was given or 
the death occurred? This kind of difficulty is, of, course, 
provided for by legislation in the case of different parts of the 
United Kingdom, but such legislation would not apply to the 
tunnel. The inside of the tunnel being dark, and there being 
nothing to mark the distance traversed, it would depend on the 
vaguest impressions of a person offended against, or of others 
present, if any, at what point the offence was committed. One 
can well imagine how a defending counsel would revel in the 
possibilities of defence thus suggested. All these difficulties 
might be to some extent got rid of by concerted legislation on the 
part of the two countries concerned, though it seems quite likely 
that delicate questions might arise that would require careful 
handling to prevent mutual soreness and ill-feeling. These 
things may appear trifles at a period when our relations with 
France are very friendly, but supposing, as unfortunately it is 
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not absurd to suppose, that a period of very strained relations 
was to arise at any time, matters of this sort are not so easily 
handled. 

With the military objections to the construction of the tunnel, 
and the possibility of obviating them, it is not within our province 
to deal, but speaking generally, both with regard to them and to 
the legal difficulties referred to above, it does appear to us an 
anomaly that it should be open to mere private speculators, with 
the help of a private Act of Parliament, to effect a change in the 
natural geographical condition of things of such a large extent 
as may conceivably be of moment to the realm of England as a 
Sovereign State. Whether a tunnel should be made, thereby 
largely modifying the effect of the silver streak, is a question of 

at national importance, and one which ought to be discussed 

ry the Imperial Legislature as a public question. We pronounce 
no opinion on its desirability or otherwise ; all we say is that it is 
no mere question for private speculators to deal with. As things 
are now going on, we shall some day find the tunnel half way to 
completion before the public aspect of the question has been con- 
sidered. As lawyers, we conceive that this matter is very cognate 
to our special science. Asa matter of public law, it does not seem 
to us to be right that the matter should be dealt with—or rather 
not dealt with—in this happy-go-lucky fashion. Surely before a 
scheme of this sort is practically accomplished by irresponsible 
speculators some consideration ought to take place of the legal 
relations and difficulties that may arise between two Sovereign 
States in consequence. When a quantity of capital has been 
sunk in the tunnel it will be difficult, and hardly fair to the share- 
holders, to interfere with the realization of the project. 








THE PROCEDURE COMMITTEE’S REPORT. 
V 


In perusing that part of the report which deals with the conduct 
of an action in its course through the court of first instance, and 
examining the sweeping alterations in procedure which the com- 
mittee propose, it is impossible to banish altogether from our 
minds the thought that the present system has been in operation 
for a period of very little more than six years; that the change 
effected by its introduction was very great; and that such a 
change, enforcing on judges, officials and practitioners alike the 
adoption of new methods, and inviting, during the early stages of 
its history, new experiments, was certain to make the conduct of 
litigation in some respects more difficult and uncertain, and as a 
necessary consequence more costly. And, therefore, although a 
clearly-proved defect calls for the application of a clearly-proved 
remedy, if such there be, it is with a reasonable reluctance that 
we contemplate the remodelling of a structure so lately erected, 
the prospect of a new era of trying and learning, and the necessity 
of a new adjustment of methods, and it is with a somewhat 
critical scepticism that we must regard the proofs offered of the 
failure of the lately-established system. 

Turning then, in the first place, to the statistics by which the 
success and failure of the existing system is to be tested, we find 
that for the year 1879—that is, the fourth year after the Acts and 
Rules came into operation—the results stated by the committee are 
as follow :— : 

‘*Ta the year 1879 there were issued in the divisions of the High Court in 
London—writs, 59,659. Of the actions thus commenced, there were settled 
without appearance, 15,872—i.c., 25°68 per cent.; by judgment by default, 
16,967—é.¢., 28°34 per cent.; by judgment under order 14, 4,251—i.¢., 7°10 
per cent. ; total of practically undefended causes, 36,590—+.¢,, 61°12 per cent. ; 
cases unaccounted for, and therefore presumably settled or abandoned after some 
litigation, 20,804—i,¢., 35°10 per cent. The remaining cases were thus 
accounted for:—Decided in court—for plaintiffs, 1,232; for defendants, 521 ; 
before masters and official referees, 512—total, 2,265 ;—that is, 3°78 of the 
actions brought.” 

U these figures, the committee found the satisfactory con- 
clusion that “the writ in its present form was effective in bring- 
ing defendants to a settlement at a small cost,” and needs no 
amendment or addition. Now, it is to be observed that it is only 
on the first three heads, or more properly on the second and third 
only, that this conclusion is founded. The first class—actions 
settled without appearance—represents the cases in which the mere 


issuing of process is effectual, and brings the defendant to sub- 
mission, or perhaps to bankruptcy ; and this effect depends little, or 

not at all, on the may of the writ, bi second and third—the 

judgments by default (of appearance) judgments under order 

ro BG Hen to represent the effect at the ially-indorsed 

writ, which was taken over from the Common Law Procedure Act, 

1852. The second and third classes make up 35°44 per cent. of 

actions commenced ; and the three classes together account for 

61°12 per cent. of the whole. 

But it must be pointed out that the remaining heads disclose 
two remarkable facts; (1) that 35°10 per cent. of actions com- 
menced are in some way settled in the course of litigation ; (2) 
that of the remainder, amounting to no more than 3°78 per cent. 
of the whole, those decided in court for the plaintiffs bear to those 
so decided for the defendants a proportion of less than five to two, 
while as to those decided before masters and official referees, and 
which are not distinguished here according to their event, it may 
be fairly assumed that the same proportion exists. Both facts 
point in the same direction. The number of practically undefended 
actions which are brought to trial has vastly diminished since the 
days when it used to be assumed that in nine out of every ten 
actions tried the plaintiff must win, and when of those in which 
he failed his failure was in numerous instances due not to merits 
but to technicality. But what has become of the 35-10 per cent. 
of settled actions? As to their results we have no statistics, but 
their large proportion gives us at least a fair reason for thinking 
that the interlocutory proceedings in the action are effectual to 
show to one side or the other what must be the inevitable result of 
carrying the case to trial. We do not then gather from these 
statistics any reason for starting with a mistrust and suspicion of 
the existing system ; but rather the reverse. 

It is, however, with some astonishment that we read the infer- 
ence (is it to be so called?) drawn by the committee from the 
class of settled cases. 

“In the 20,804 cases which, as appeared from the statistics of 1879, were 
either settled or abandoned without being taken into court, it may reasonably 
be supposed that pleadings were of little ase.” 

Why may it be reasonably so supposed? We should rather 
reasonably suppose the contrary. If pleadings are, as is commonly 
understood, the statements by the parties of their respective cases, 
they furnish the very ground-work of the settlement; and the 
assumption made by the committee amounts to saying that liti- 
gants are as likely to settle in the dark as in the light, without or 
with the knowledge of one another’s cases, and without or with 
being put to state in black and white what they will respectively 
have to prove if they go to trial’ And if we were to extend the 
inference to be drawn from these settled cases to other parts of the 
legal machinery, we should be justified in adding as more than a 
“reasonable supposition’’ that discovery (which it may, perhaps, 
be desirable to draw within stricter limits) has been frequently 
effectual in producing the settlement, by making the i 
acquainted, before incurring the expense of a trial, with matters 
which, without it, they would have learned for the first time when 
they were before the court. 

The question, however, still remains whether this result has 
not been attained at too great a cost; and this question is the 
key-note of the whole of this part of the report. Nor will 
anyone doubt either that the question is of the utmost importance, 
or that the existing state of things raises it. Those recommenda- 
tions, therefore, ought first to be considered which go 
directly to this point. Of these the chief in importance is as 
follows :— , 


“20. When the amount recovered in an action for a mere money demand, 
or for damages only, is less than £200, the plaintiff's coste shall be texed 


i 


; 


a lower scale, to be fixed by rules and orders; and the same scale shall 
applied to the defendant’s costs, where the plaintiff's 
Where the subject-matter of the spent is less than 
appeal from any final judgment of the judge without leave. 
shall be entitled to have such actions tried by special jury; 
have power, either before or after trial, to order that any or 
a 
he 


; 


visions shall not be applicable to any action in 
directly involved, or to which, for cause sh 
they, or any of them, ought not to apply.” 
Confining our attention to the question of scale, we may 
that the fact that this reco 


tion has a) tly 
substance accepted by the Council of the Tncorpor 
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eff 





Society is, considering its subject-matter, a fact 
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ficanee ; and that something in this direction is required may be 
taken for granted. But it is well that we should be clear, both as 
to the extent of the application of the proposed rule, and as to some 
other matters which have an important bearing on it. First, as 
to the application of the rule, it must be recognized that, on 
several circuits, it would apply to almost the whole cause-list, and 
that on others, as well as in Middlesex and London, it would 
extend to a very large proportion indeed of the causes. Secondly, 
it must not be forgotten that we have already in operation two 
seales of costs—a higher and a lower—the former of which 
mainly, almost exclusively, prevails in actions brought in the 
Chancery Division, the latter in actions brought in the Queen’s 
Bench Division. If so high a limit as £200 is taken (indeed, with 
even a lower limit), it may be doubted whether it would not be 
proper to abolish altogether what is now the lower, and would then 
be the intermediate scale, and bring all actions above the limit 
within the higher scale. Thirdly, it is a well-known fact that the 
difference in the method of allowing costs in the Chancery Division 
attracts many eases thither which would not otherwise find their way 
there. If the difference of scale now proposed were confined to 
the Queen’s Beneh Division, it is manifest what would be the 
immediate consequence, It follows therefore, as a matter of 
course, that it would be necessary to extend the rule to the 
Chancery Division. In this point of view the recommendation 
has the advantage of every proposal which tends to harmonize 
and assimilate the practice. Fourthly, it is an element to be con- 
sidered in the question, and will be (should the proposal be 
adopted) an element in regulating the new scale, how far, on the 
one hand, the end of diminishing costs may not be attained by 
limiting the number of occasions on which, during the progress 
of the cause, costs may be incurred, and how far, on the other, the 
alteration in the scale should be an alteration in the amount to be 
paid for steps taken. There are two different methods of reducing 
the costs. It may be that both should be applied at once. But 
to apply each method just as if the other was not being resorted 
to, would be a serious error. The working out of this is no doubt 
a matter of practical detail; but it is important to bear in mind 
the principles on which we are proceeding, and to apply each 
principle where it can be most safely borne. At present we can 
only refer to one point in the report which illustrates this position. 
It is the 6th recommendation, which is as follows :— 

6. Discovery and interrogatories shall be limited to sneh discovery of 
documents or facts relating to any part of the matter in dispute as the 
master shall order. The costs, unless otherwise ordered, shall be borne in 
the first instance by the party asking for discovery or interrogatories, and 
shall be allowed as part of his costs of suit, where, and where only, such 
discovery or interrogatories eball appear to have been reasonably and use- 
fally asked for.” 

ing from this recommendation the words “and usefully,” 
which make the costs depend on the question whether the inter- 
rogated party has successfully sworn himself out of the effect of the 
questions, we think the proposal would be cordially accepted as 
properly applicable to all actions; and, with it, will no doubt fall 
away a large part of the idle and useless trouble and expense 
which at present burden the litigants in both Divisions of the 
High Court. 





BANKRUPTCY LAW REFORM. 
Tr announcement in our last week’s issue that it is the intention of the 
President of the Board of Trade to introduce next session a Bill to con- 
solidate the enactments on bankruptcy law has been received with 
general satisfaction, The Bill of last session was an amending one only, 
bat it is presumed that the proposals contained in that Bill will form tbe 
basis of the amendments of the law which will be contained in the Bill 
to be introduced next session. A criticism of the details of that 
measure will, at the present juncture, be of interest, and may afford 
assistance in elucidating the question and bringing about a satisfactory 
settlement. It is obvious, however, that effective criticism on such a subject 
must be minute, and must proceed from the pen of some practitioner of 
long experience in bankruptcy matters. We are glad to be able to lay 
before our readers, in a series of papers, the results of the investigation of 
the Bill of last session by a gentleman whose experience in the management 
of the bankruptcy business of an important firm of solicitors gives him 
the right to speak with great authority on the practical working of the 








provisions he discusses. We propose to leave our contributor to express, : 


his views with entire freedom, irrespective of the question of whether they 
may or may not accord with those which have been on previous occasions 
expressed in this journal. 


I, 


The general principles of the Bill of last session were very ably ex- 
plained by Mr. Chamberlain in his speech in the House of Commons on 
introducing it. They appear to be, first, the abolition of the present pro- 
ceedings for liquidation or composition; secondly, the appointment of 
official receivers in each cours; and, thirdly, the appointment of the 
Board of Trade as the governing body in all bankruptcies. But, besides 
these changes, the Bill proposed a great number of other changes ip the 
law and practice of importance, but which are apt to be lost sight 
of in the discussion of the three distinct p above stated. It 
is the object of these papers more particularly to call attention to those 
which we may distinguish as the minor proposals of the Bill, which we 
will do by taking up the various clauses in their numerical order. 

Clauses 1 and 2 being only preliminary, we pass over without any com- 
ment, 


Clause 3 is one of the most important in the Bill, and we therefore print — 


it at length :— 


“Clause 3.—(1.) All proceedings under the principal Act shall be com- 
menced by a bankruptcy petition presented to the court and praying that @ 
debtor be adjudged a bankrupt. 

“(2.) A bankruptcy petition may be presented either by a creditor or credi- 
tors or by the debtor, 

**(3.) Part 6 and part 7 of the principal Act relating to liquidation by 
arrangement, and to composition with creditore, are hereby repealed.” 


The proposal contained in this clause @ to be one of the cardinal 
principles of the amendments in the law of bankruptcy suggested, and 
will probably be insisted upon as part of any measure which the Govern- 
ment may carry through Parliament. But though the change may be 
inevitable, it is well to consider fully the effect which it will have, and the 
objections thereto which suggest themselves, Now, any practitioner who 
has had much experience in bankruptcy matters will have known of ceases 
where private arrangements have been attempted to be carried without 
enlisting the machinery of the bankruptcy laws at all, but which have been 
prevented by small creditors refusing to assent thereto from no reasonable 
objection to the proposal in itself, but simply in the hope that by holding 
out against it the other creditors who might be desirous of carrying 
through the proposed private arrangement would consent to the objector 
being paid fn full or receiving something more than the rest of the 
creditors. It is not every case that creditors desire, either in their own 
interests or those of the trading community at large, should be forced 
into court, and the chief object of the deed system of the Act of 1861 
was to provide for such cases. That system became so much abused that 
the commercial public called for its abolition, and consequently by the 
Act of 1869 deeds of arrangement were done away with and the present 
liquidation and composition proceedings introduced. The total repeat of 
those proceedings is now called for, and it is proposed in their to 
provide that no composition arrangemeuts shall be binding upon non- 
assenting creditors, however small in number and amount, exeopt after 
an adjudication in bankruptcy and with the approval of thecourt. Will 
this work satisfactorily? It is to a great extent ane ent, and must 
be tried to be proved. Assuming, however, that this proposal will be 
rigorously adhered to, we would call attention to the following point 
which does not appear to have been present to the mind of the drafts- 
man of the Bill. Under the Acts previous to that of 1869 it was held 
that the title of a creditor's assignee under an adjudication upon a 
debtor's own petition would not relate back to any act of bankruptcy 
committed prior to the one on which the adjudication proceeded—viz., 
the filing of the petition—and it was sometimes necessary, where an ad- 
judication had been made on a debtor’s own petition, to obtain annulment 
of such adjudication in order that a creditor's petition might be presented, 
so that the title of the assignees might relate back to enable them to 
impeach a fraudulent conveyance or assignment by the bankrupt 
as an act of bankruptcy. This, of course, entailed considerable 
aAditional expense and delay. Now, by the Act of 1869 debtors’ own 
petitions for adjudication were abolished, but in substitution therefor 
petitions for liqnidation were instituted, and it was at first thought that 
under such petitions the trustee’s title would not relate back, by analogy 
to the rule as to adjudications upon debtors’ own petitions. But it has 
been held ander section 125, sub-section 5, that a trustee's title in liqui- 
dation does relate back the same as in bankruptcy. That sub-section 
provides that “all such property of the debtor as would, if he were made 
bankrupt, be divisible amongst his creditors, shall from and after the date 
of the appointment of « truatee vest in such rates Caen Serge 
by arrangement, and be divisible apenas te es Fs such 

a 


settlements, conveyances, transfers, charges, pay , oblig , and 
proceedings as would be void t the trustee in the case of a bank- 
ruptey shall be void st the trustee in the case of liquidation by 


arrangement.’ Without some similar provision it is exceedingly doubtful, 


to say the least of it, whether by this Bill the old law would not be re- 
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vived, and consequently a trustee under an adjudication upon a debtor's 
own petition be debarred from inquiring into prior acts of bankruptcy. 

With to sub-clause 3, we would only point out that, inasmuch 
as by clause 72, sub-clause 1, of the Bill provision is made for the 
repeal of the various Acts mentioned in the third schedule thereto to 
the extent mentioned in that schedule, and parts 6 and 7 of tle 
Act of 1869 are included in such schedule, this sub-clause appears 
unnecessary, and might lead to misapprehension. 

Clause 4 relates to creditors’ petitions, and contains some of the most 
important of the minor alterations in the law proposed by the Bill. We 
print the clause at length :— 

“ Clause 4.—(1.) A creditor’s petition shall allege that the debt due from 
the debtor to the petitioning creditor, or, if two or more creditors join in the 
petition, that the aggregate amount of debts due to the several petitioning 
creditors amounts to @ sum not less than twenty pownds, and that the debtor 
has committed an act of bankruptcy. 

**(2.) The alleged act of bankruptcy must, where no shorter time ie fixed by 
this Act, have occurred within sia months before the presentation ot thepetition. 

* (8.) ) bara of the petitioning creditor must be a liquidated sum due or 

wing due. 
att (4.) If the petitioning creditor is a secured creditor, he must in his peti- 
tion either state that he is willing to give up his security for the benefit of the 
creditors in the event of the debtor ng adjudicated a bankrupt, or give an 
estimate ot the value of his security. In the latter case, he may be admitted 
as a petitioning creditor to the extent of the balance of the debt due to him 
after deducting the value so estimated."* 


Sub-clause 1.—The present law fixes the sum of £50 to constitute a 
petitioning creditor's debt. What reason ig there why that amount 
should be reduced? We have never yet heard that the amount at 
present required has been complained of in legal or commercial circles as 
too high, and why should a change be made in this respect for the mere 
sake of change? One of the great blots of the Act of 1869 is the 
numeroug changes made therein on points of detail from the previous 
Act, apparently for oo other purpose than to gratify the whim of 
somebody or other who evidently knew very little of the working of the 
law, but wished nevertheless to try his ’prentice hand on the subject, In 
criticizing other clauses of the Bill, we shall have occasion to call 
attention to many of such changes made by that Act, and which it is 
proposed by this Bill to alter back to the previous law. It is earnestly 
to be hoped that the Government and the Patios will be warned by 
the experience of the changes made in 1869, and not commit the same 
folly by introducing such a totally uncalled-for, and, in our opinion, such 
an undesirable, change is as proposed by this sub-clause, The proposed 
reduction will only tend to make it more easy for a debtor to obtain a 
friendly creditor to petition against him if so required, and, on the other 
hand, will place @ vehicle of oppression too readily in the hands of small 
creditors, and, we may add, enterprizing solicitors. 

Sub-clause 2.—This is the same as the present law, except that the 
words, ‘‘ where no shorter time is fixed by this Act,” are new. Those 
words evidently have reference to clause §, sub-clause (d.), which makes 
an execution against a debtor on any legal process, within fourteen days 
before the presentation of a petition againat him, being levied by seizure 
and sale of his goods, an act of bankruptcy. We shall have occasion to 
remark upon this in dealing with that clause. 

Sub-clause 3,—This iga proposal to return to the law as it stood prior to 
the Act of 1869, The words of section 6 of that Act on this point are, 
* The debt of the petitioning creditor must be a liquidated sum due at 
law or in equity,” We never could understand why the previous law 
had been altered in this respect. It is only an instance of the folly of 
making changes for the mere sake of change, and gives force to our 
remarks upon sub-clause 1, As the law at present stands, it is possible 
for a trader to get goods on credit, accept biils of exchange therefor, 
at, say, three or four months’ date, and then deliberately realize his 
estate, put the money in hig pocket, and abseond at his leisure, his 
creditors being all the time unable to prevent him or make him 
bankrupt until the bills mature, or, in other words, untilit is too late 
to do any good; acase of “locking the stable door after the horse has 

ne,’ 

Sub-clause 4.—This is similar in terms to the concluding part of seo- 
tion 6 of the Act of 1869, except that the words, “But he shall, on an 
application being made by the trustee, within the prescribed time after the 
date of the adjudication, give up his security to such trustee for the 
benefit of the creditors, upon payment of such estimated value,” with 
which that section concludes, are here omitted. Why should this be so ? 
By clause 16, sub-clause 6, of the Bill, it is proposed to retain the 
penalty provided by the words above quoted with respect to a creditor 
perma his debt for the peers of voting and receiving dividend ; 


then why should not a petitioning creditor holding seourity be liable to 
the same penalty? To our mind the reasons are stronger why a peti- 
tioning ¢reditor should be liable to that penalty an ordinary 


creditor seeking to prove his debt. But if thie eub-cleuse be passed as 
drafted, then there will be no penalty whatever attaching to o secured 
creditor presenting @ petition and under-estimating the value of his 
security. We are not aware that such a change has ever been advocated, 
and, in our opinion, the penalty provided by the present law is a most 
wholesome one, 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


STATEMENT OF CONSIDERATION IN BILL OF SALE, 
(Ea parte Rolph, In re Spindler, 0.A., 80 W. BR, 59.) 

The decision in this case is important as defining the limite within 
which the decision of the Courtof Appeal in He parte Challinor, In re 
Rogers (29 W. R. 205, L. B. 16 Oh. D. 260), is operative. In that: case 
Lord Justice James said that ‘‘ whether the whole of the mortgage money 
is actually paid by the lender into the hands of the borrower, or 
whether part of it is, with his privity, or by his direction, employed in 
payment of a debt due by him, it is equally, in a legal sense, paid to him. 
. . The question is whether the transaction was 4 sham.” Now, in 
the present case a bill of sale was expressed to be made in consideration 
of asum of £50 paid by the grantee to the grantor “ at or before the 
execution” thereof. Only £21 10s. was, in fact, paid to the grantor; 
for, as requested by a letter (of even date with the bill) signed by the 
grantor, the grantee retained £3 10s. in respect of expenses of registra- 
tion, &c., and paid £25 seven days later (though the letter said nothing 
about any delay) to the landlord of the grantor, which latter sum was in 
the letter stated to be “ now due” in respect of rent. Atthe date of the 
bill and letter no rent was due, and, though £12 10s, (one quarter's rent) 
fell due two days afterwards, the remaining £12 10s, would not become 
due for three months. Here, it will be observed, the sum retained was 
for a debt not yet due, whereas in Ba parte Challinor the sum retained 
was for professional services and disbursements actually rendered and 
made. In the latter case the court held that the passing of the money 
from hand to hand was immaterial ; it was the same thing as it the whole 
mortgage money had been handed to the mortgagor, and he had then 
immediately paid his solicitor’s account ; in which case the money would 
have been properly stated to haye been paid “ at or before” the exeqution 
of the bill of sale. But in Ha parte Rolph there was no payment at the 
request of the mortgagor of the sum retained “at op before” the 
execution of the bill of sale. 


ee 


BARRING OF CREDITOR’S CLAIM IN ADMINISTRATION 
ACTION, 
(In re Greaves, Bray v. Tofield, M.R., 30 W, BR. 55.) 

Vice-Chancellor Hart said in Sterndole v. Hankinson (1 Sim. 893) thet 
a bill filed by a creditor on behalf of himself and all other creditors 
might, under some circumstances, prevent the rule of equity adopted 
analogy to the old Statute of Limitations (21 Jac. 1) from being 4 
to the claim of another creditor who had come in under the 
Every creditor, he said, had, after the filing of the bill, am i 
interest in the suit to the extent of its being considered as 
But he, at the same time, carefully restricted the a 
doctrine. ‘When the circumstances of a case are auch,” he sa 
to make it against conscience to apply the rule framed upon this 
the court will not enforceit. . . «. Ihave no doubt thatif a 
files a bill, and it appears that the rule adopted by 
statute would affect his demand, but that e bill had been 
another creditor, and that the plaintiff in the second suit 
fidence that the former suit would be prosecuted, abstained 
his bill, the court would not apply its rule . . » & 
attended with mischievous consequences to estates of deceased 
the couré were to lay down a rule by which every creditor would 
bound either to file his bill or bring his action. Suits have been inatituted 
in which creditors, in conaequence of the deaths of parties and a variety 
of other circumstances, have been unable to obtain s decree for two or 
three years, although every reasonable diligence may have been used, and 
if the schedule to most of the reports made in suite of this natute were 
looked through, it would be found by comparison of dates that two-thirds 
of the creditors might have been shut out by a strict application of the rule.” 
Lord 8t. Leonards in Barningham v, Burke (2 Jo. & Lat held that 
this doctrine applied after 3 & 4 Will. 4, 0, 27; and in his Prop- 
erty Statutes (p. 126) he treated Sterndale v. Hankigeon as still being 
law, although the rule was to be waptgee poe Tt will be seen 
that the foundation of the rule (which is much too broadly in 
the marginal note to Sterndale v, Hankingon) is that the creditor had 
delayed his suit relying on the prosecution of the existing suit by another 
creditor on behalf of himself and other creditors, and that it was un- 
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desirable to compel each creditor to begin a separate suit to recover his 
debt, and so have the estate torn to pieces by a multiplicity of suits. 
In In re Greaves the Master of the Rolls points out that these reasons 
have ceased to exist. The practice of suing by one creditor on behalf 
of all, except in the case of real estate, has been abandoned for nearly 
thirty years. And there is no longer any reason to apprehend delay in 
obtaining a decree. ‘‘ You can get a decree in two days by a summons. 
You ought always to get in within a few days. If it is an unopposed 
decree it can be taken at once by summons in chambers, but however 
bitterly opposed it may be, if there is a debt at all, you can get a decree 
within a very few days.” The result, in the opinion of the learned 
judge, is that the doctrine of Sterndale v. Hankinson no longer applies, 
and a creditor’s claim is barred by the Statute of Limitations although 
an action for administration is commenced with his knowledge, which, if 
it had been commenced by himself, would have prevented his claim from 
being barred. 








REVIEWS. 


SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE. 


A Treatise on THE Speciric Perrormance or Contracts. By the Honour- 
able Sir Epwarp Fry, one of the Judges of the High Court of 
Justice. Szconp Eprrion, by the Aurnor, and Wii11am Dona.pson 
Raw11ys, of Lincoln’s-inn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


The treatise on the Specific Performance of Contracts presented to the 
profession by Mr. Edward Fry so long ago as the year 1858 has at length 
been superseded by a second edition contained in a volume of more than 
double the bulk of the former one. The present work, however, is some- 
thing more than an ordinary new edition, which too often means in the 
case of law books the mere addition in the text or notes of the more 
recent decisions, without any attempt to work out the effect of those 
decisions on the law to which they apply. 

The original scheme of the book seems to have been followed in the 
present treatise, but, beyond as it were the bare skeleton, no part of the 
former edition remains intact; the whole bas been either re-written or 
revised ; and matter filling about 250 pages has been added. The 
author, moreover, has on this occasion been assisted by Mr. Rawlins, to 
whom the entire revision of a great part of the present work is due. 
The arrangement and sub-division of the subject seem to us to be clear 
and good. The ground is first cleared by two preliminary chapters 
explanatory of the nature and extent of the jurisdiction of the court in 
specific performance; and then Parts II., III., and IV. treat exclusively 
of the action for specific performance, separate chapters being devoted 
to a discussion of the parties to it, the defences to it, and the mode of 
procedure under the Judicature Acts. 

Part V. deals with various important matters incidental to the perform- 
ance of the contract, but which could not have been adequately discussed 
under any of the foregoing heads, such as conditions of sale, compensa- 
tion, and the like; and Part VI. with particular kinds of contracts, in- 
cluding, amongst others, contracts for the sale of shares, a chapter on 
which subject has been added to the present edition. The whole work is 
divided into sections nunibered consecutively, a practice which has the 
effect, we think, of unnecessarily “ chopping” up the text, and of which 
we confess we do not see the advantage ; especially as there is a very full 
index referring to the pages. The index is well compiled—the various 
“ catchwords ” being arranged alphabetically beneath the principal head- 
ings, and there is no attempt to import statements of the law or portions 
of the text into it, as is sometimes done. We have tested it and think it 
will be found a valuable part of the work. 

On the matter of the book we necessarily speak with some diffidence. 
The learned author of it has been raised to the bench, and it may be 
thought presumptuous to criticize what has fallen from his pen. But Mr. 
Justice Fry has himself pointed out one reason why this should not pre- 
vent fair criticism, by repudiating the notion that works written or revised 
by authors on the bench possess a quasi-judicial authority. The first 
chapter is entirely new, and contains an exhaustive inquiry intu the origin 
and character of the jurisdiction of the court in specific performance, 
from which we gather the statement of a circumstance worthy of special 
remark, that no system of jurisprudence, except that administered in 
English and our colonial courts, has ever attempted directly to enforce 
the actual performance of contracts in their very terms. The inquiry 
into the origin of the jurisdiction is conceded by the writer to be perhaps 
needless, and may be of little use to the practitioner; but it is interest- 
ing, and not, we think, out of place in a work which aims at being a 
complete treatise on this subject. 

Without attempting to review the whole work, we note many great 
improvements upon the first edition. The word “contract” is 
uniformly adopted throughout, to the exclusion of the word 
agreement or other synonymous terms; and generally greater care 








and exactitude seems to have been used in statements of the law. 
The chapter on “the non-conclusion of the contract” contains a very 
careful summary of the many recent decisions in cases involving the 
question whether there is a concluded contract; a question which often 
turns upon very subtle distinctions. The decision of Mr. Justice Fry ia 
Hudson v. Buck (26 W. R. 190, L, R. 7 Ch. D. 683), tothe effect that the ex- 
pression in the memorandum that the contract is subject to the approval of 
the title by the purchaser's solicitor makes the contract conditional, is re- 
ferred to in the notes, but the doctrine involved in that decision is in a sub- 
sequent note (p. 225) very properly stated to be doubtful, in consequence 
of the observations of Lord Cairus in Hussey v. Horne Payne (27 W. R. 

586, L. R. 4 App. Ca. 321, 322). The5th chapter of Part IV. contains 

an addition, which we must not passover. Wehave here in a concise 
form an epitome of the mutual relations between vendor and purchaser 

in the absence of stipulation from the time the contract is entered into. 
We discussed the question us regards interest on purchase-money in 24 
Soricrrors’ Journat, 287, but we are not aware that so complete a state- 
ment is to be found as is given in the present work; while so many 

important consequences flow from a correct apprehension of these rela- 
tions, that a clear exposition of them is to be welcomed. Indeed, it 
needs only a comparison of the judgments in Wall v. Bright (1 Jac. 

& W. 494), Lysaght v. Edwards (25 W. R. 778, L. R. 2 Ch. Dz 
499), and the recent case of Rayner v. Preston, on appeal (29 W. R. 549, 
L. R. 18 Ch. D. 1), to see that even judges have differed considerably as 
to the proper explanation of the respective positions of the vendor and 
purchaser in the interval between the contract and completion. In 
the last-named case Brett, L.J., seems to have doubted whethér the 
vendor is in any degree rightly described as a trustee of the estate for the 
purchaser, because of the rule of law that the rents do not belong to the 
purchaser until the proper time for completion; the obvious practical 
inconvenience, however, of holding the purchaser entitled to the rents, and 
the vendor to interest on the purchase- money, before it is certain whether 
the purchaser will ultimately become the absolute owner, would alone 
seem sufficient to support this rule. Nor does the doctrine, laid down by 
James, L.J., in the same case, that when the contract is completed by 
conveyance, the completion relates back to the contract, and it is 
ascertained that the relation was throughout that of trustee and cestui 
que trust, seem an altogether satisfactory mode of explaining what 
actually takes place. The correct explanation of the matter seems to 
turn upon the true answer to the question stated at the outset of the 
chapter we are discussing—namely, when does the property (or tho 
beneficial ownership, for it is as to that alore that the difficulty arises) 
pass from vendor to purchaser? The answer given is that it passes “ as 
between the contracting parties by the contract itself, but only sub modo, 
or conditionally upon the contract itself being ultimately completed by 
the fulfilment by vendor and purchaser respectively of the mutual 
obligations imposed on them by the contract. Upon the completion of 
the contract the condition is satisfied, and the equitable estate becomes 
absolute; but upon the contract coming to an end by any other way 
than by completion, it re-vests in the vendor.” There follows a concise 
epitome of the obligations of vendor and purchaser, for which we must 
refer the reader to the work itself. This appears to us as accurate an 
explanation as has yet been framed. 

We think the present edition will not only fully maintain, but increase 
the reputation of the former one as the standard work on this particular 
subject. The subject is certainly an important as well as a difficult one, 
and possibly it may increase in importance, since the view of the learned 
author is that judges will more and more approximate to the rule that 
the actual performance of contracts of every kind and class should be 
enforced, except only where there are circumstances which render such 
enforcement unnecessary or inexpedient ; and that every contract should 
be assumed to be specifically enforceable until the contrary is shown. 
We may add that the notes, so far as we have been able to test them, 
seem carefully compiled, and contain references to cases of very recent 
date, nor is this accomplished by means of addenda, for the usual long 
list of addenda is entirely absent. It is to be regretted that the price of 
the book should be more than double that of the former edition, for 
the high price of law books is a serious obstacle in the way of many 
who are desirous of studying the law from the best and most recent 
sources, 








, 


Sir James Hannen, the President of the Probate and Divorce Division, having 
entirely recovered from his recent indisposition, will resume his duties in court 
on Tuesday next, 

At a meeting of the judges on Saturday st Westminster, the following 
arrangements were made for the winter circuits :—Western—Lord Coleridge 
and Mr. Justice Bewen ; Midland—Lord Justice Baggallay and Mr. Justice 
Hawkins ; South-Eastern—Lord Justice Cotton and Mr. Justice Grove ; 
Northern—Mr. Baron Pollock aud Mr. Justice Chitty; Oxford—Mr. Justice 
Lopes and Mr. Justice North; North-Eastern—Mr, Justice Mathew and Mr. 
Justice Cave ; North Wales—Lord Justice Lindley ; South Wales—Mr. Jus- 
tice Watkins Williams. North and South Wales are joined to Chester. The 
following judges will remain in town:— Mr. Justice Field, Mr. Justice 
nase oa r, Baron Huddleston, Mr, Justice Manisty, and Mr. Justice 

phen. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


LEGAL PROCEDURE, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—The assurances given by our then president at the July meeting 
were, I think, generally understood to amount to this: that the members 
at large were to have the earliest knowledge the council could give them 
of the contents of the report of the committee, and that the sugges- 
tions of members were to be invited as an assistance to the deliberations 
of the council. 

As a matter of fact, the report was not circulated until some days after 
it had appeared in your columng and during the interval the council 
seem to have been deliberating, and to some extent committing them. 
selves in advance to certain conclusions. It does not appear quite clear, 
from the report of the meeting, whether those conclusions have, or have 
not, been communicated to the higher powers, but it must be assumed 
that they have not, because such a step would have been in direct con- 
tradiction to the spirit of the assurances given. It is to be hoped that 
they have not, because they appear to adopt, without qualification, a 
very serious, and in my humble opinion very undesirable, innovation. 

It is, J think, to be regretted in any case that no remarks were inserted 
in the paper circulated explanatory of the grounds on which the council 
adopted this part of the report: I refer to the first five recommendations. 

Before saying, with your permission, a few words on this topic, I 
desire to express my concurrence with most of the recommendations of 
the committee, as revised by the council. On the question of appeals it 
would be superfluous, to say the least, to add to what has already appeared 
in your journal; and I apprehend that there is scarcely any point on 
which our branch of the profession is more unanimous than in desiring to 
apply the simple and expeditious practice of appeals in the Chancery 
Division as widely as possible to all contentious business. 

The limitation oftrial by jury in civil causes to a selected class of 
actions is another point on which I should have supposed solicitors to be 
almost unanimous, and, notwithstanding the protest Mr. Kimber appears 
to have made, I stil] think professional opinion would be found to pre- 
ponderate decidedly in favour of the proposal. 

The suggestions which have been made by the council seem to me in 
the right direction in all cases, and I particularly note that of extending 
the provisions of ord. 14, r. 1, to actions against tenants holding over. 
The present procedure offers great facilities to contumacious and can- 
tankerous tenants. 

I also concur heartily in the proposed restrictions on appeals and new 
trials. The facility with which the latter are obtained has long appeared 
to me to amount to a scandal. No. 7 is likewise in the right direction. 

But in refraining from any comment on, and apparently adopting, the 
first five recommendations, the council seem to me to have iguored the 
facts of every-day practice. We ure not informed in the report what 
reasons the learned masters gave for dissenting from recommendation No. 
2, but what must occur (one would think) to any solicitor in general 
practice is that, while the number of causes with which the Queen’s Bench 
masters have to deal is far larger than that of the causes in the Chancery 
Division which go to the chief clerks, it is proposed to give the masters 
(and, therefore, to impose on them the exercise of) a control over the 
course of each action greatly in excess of any control which the chief 
clerks exercise or possess, This, on the face of it, looks unpractica], not 
to say impracticable, and if one goes on to endeavour mentally to work 
out the operation of the planin any half-dozen actions of the average 
character, the difficulty becomes still more apparent. I conclude that 
every district registrar is to be clothed with similar powers. It is for 
our country friends to say how they like the prospect. 

But why not try some of the alterations in detail which are suggested 
in the report before making so startling an experiment? It is very 
likely that the present procedure is abused by shifty or embittered 
litigants, but I venture to submit that the present procedure has not, in 
all cases, had fair play. An order for better particulars might sometimes, 
if made where it is now refused, prevent the more expensive and 
objectionable order for interrogatories. I believe this is not the only 
illustration that might be drawn from existing practice, but I would 
rather hear on this subject those who have more knowledge of chamber 
business than I can pretend to. 

It might not be wholly irrelevant to suggest that some alterations in 
the mode in which business is conducted at chambers, perhaps even some 
addition to the judicial strength (available if the “ one-judge ”’ system be 
adopted throughout), might save a good deal of delay, and therefore of 
expense, 

Recommendation No. 6, if the first sentence be omitted, and the 
council's red ink alteration be adopted, seems to me a properone. But 
it must not be forgotten (and this remark has been made by another of 
your correspondents) that these preliminary processes do, in fact, ‘‘ choke 
off” a great deal of expensive litigation. 

Where does the expense of an action lie? Why, in preparing for, and 
attending the trial of it. Eminent persons who have never been com- 
pelled to make out bills of costs may not know, but we who have do 








know, that in almost all cases the serious expense begins with the notice 
of trial. Then, unless the case lies within a narrow compass (in every 
sense), huge slices of time are consumed in hunting up and catechising 
witnesses. Then—for the moment—money is of no in the 
estimation of the excited litigant in comparison of victory. Then Mr. 
Verdict, Q.C., must, by all means, be retained, very likely to be reviled 
afterwards for not appearing in two courts at the same moment. Then 
“conduct money” flies about, and cabs, and railways, and telegraphs are 
lavishly employed, so that articled clerks with a turn for locomotion 
have rather a good time of it. And all this glorious hurly-buarly not 
improbably results in a reference or a rule for a new trial! Now, to 
prevent this profuse and often futile expenditure is, in the interest of the 
litigious public, a desirable thing, and I submit with some confidence 
that this is in many instances effected by the existing procedure. Those 
20,804 causes over which the roport passes so trippingly, if their history 
were investigated, would in many instances be found to have been thus 
restrained from making their way into court or being squelched ‘on its 
threshold after all the expense had been incurred. 

Upon the question of the abolition of pleadings as at present framed, I 
do not presume to speak with confidence. I have often thought, how- 
ever, that “heads,” after the manner the ** abstract” that used to 
accompany the summons “‘ for leave to plead several matters,” would, in 
many cases at least, answer the purpose as well, and this I understand our 
president to say is how the council interpret the recommendations of the 
committee. To abolish written statements al er would just land us 
in Babeldom. Such “‘ heads’”’ would still have to be settled by counsel 
in all but the simplest cases, and as the knowledge and judgment re- 
quired would be the same as now, the fees of counsel in that behalf would 
remain much as at present. MayI say, par parenthése, that I do not 
quite understand the animosity against counsel which pervades some of 
the speeches one hears in Chancery-lane. Some of the ways of counsel 
are, no doubt, irritating. That way they have of not being in two places 
at once is particularly so, and I am sure your readers will agree with 
me that we solicitors could do the trick much better. They have some 
other annoying peculiarities, and so have their clerks. But my own 
limited experience leads me to suspect that such complaints, where well 
founded, arise out of transactions with “stars”; and it is as idle to. com- 
plain of the humours and exactions of a favourite advocate as of those 
of a favourite prima donna. 

I see you fidget, Sir, and I feel a dread of your waste-paper basket 
creeping over me, but I will yet hazard a few words on No, 20. I do not 
quite understand here what is meant by “ initial stages.” How far does 
the term carry us? If (¢.g.) to judgment under ord. 14, r. 1, I say Amen. 
I do not see any good and sufficient reason for reducing the scale in such 
cases. But, further, I am inclined to think the limit of £200 at least 
twice too wide, though the council apparently think otherwise, I readily 
admit that the costs do in too many cases bear a very undue proportion 
to the value of the subject in dispute, and I heve not seldom urged this 
fact upon bellicose clients. But this is often due to proceedings 
subsequent to trial, which the adoption of other parts of the report would 
retrench or abolish, or else to the incidents of trial as now ordered. 

Here, too, I would venture to suggest that the effect should first be 
tried of simplifying procedure in most of the directions indicated by the 
report (as amended by our council). It is, no doubt, a short and easy 
method to cut down the fees of solicitors, but perhaps it would be more 
judicious, and also more equitable, first to try cutting out the dead wood. 

Litigation can never, sny more than war, be made cheap, thatis, cheap 
all round. It is not so even in the-county courts, though the 
fees there are scanty enough. ee 

Tn conclusion, I submit that the proposals which I have ventured to 
impugn may be suited to a select class of business and to those who 
conduct it, but are not suited to the average business of the Queen’s 
Bench Division, nor likely to work beneficially to the public or fairly to 
the body of the solicitors who practise there. One or THEM. 





THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY’S COMMITTEE, 
{To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Sir,—When I wrote in reference to the allowance for attending 
summonses at judges’ chambers I was aware of the order empo 
masters to allow a fee not exceeding one guinea, to which 
pondent in your last week’s issue calls attention, but 
practically become a dead letter, since it is scarcely ever 
induce the masters to act upon it, and I do not think that 
the profession ought to be compelled to undertake all the 
which your correspondent refers, in order to induce the masters to 
their practice, though our thanks are certainly due to him for the 
made by him in our interest. 

Whether the Incorporated Law Society was 
remitting the contideration of the report on Legal to a special 
committee depends principally upon the way in which the committee 
proceeds to deal with the report. If the committee should tako a large, 
enlightened, and comprehensive view of the resolution by which they are 
constituted, and the chairman and those with whom he may be more 
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method, then:there can be no doubt that the society may look for a 
useful and valuable report. If, however, the committee should proceed 
without being adequately organized, and if it is to be hampered by too 
close an adherence to the technical rules of debate, then it is to be feared 
that the result of its labours will not be so successful or satisfactory as 
would otherwise be the case. A large responsibility devolves upon the 
chairman of the committee, and perhaps a still larger amount of labour 
falls upon the secretary, and if Mr. Crowder, who, no doubt as mover of 
the motion, has been appointed chairman, and the gentleman by whom 
he may be assisted as secretary, resolve that the work shall be done 
efficiently and well, then there can be little doubt that the success of the 
committee’s labours will be, to a great extent, secured. 

I have some reason to suppose that, as a matter of principle, the com- 
mittee has, by a very large majority, decided to recommend that writs 
shall be indorsed as at present, and that statements of claim and 
defence shall not be abolished. This is a recommendation which, 
there can be no doubt whatever, will be fully indorsed by the great 
body of the profession, and I doubt if the council, in the imperfect 
and inadequate way in which they appear so far to have dealt with 
the suggestions of the Legal Procedure Committee on this one point, 
have altogether justified that coafidence in their wisdom and judgment 
which, as the representatives of the profession, they should always strive 
tosecure, True, it was distinctly stated that the council were far from 
unavimous in their recommendations, but, as you have suggested, I think 
that if the council had arrived at no other conclusion than that recorded 
by their alterations in red ink, it would certainly have been wise on 
their part to have abstained from committing themselves upon the matter, 
upor which it was tolerably well known the members of the society 
generally would claim the right to be distinctly heard. 

No doubt the committee’s recommendation on the retention of 
statements of claim and defence will be supported by a statement of 
those powerful reasons which may fairly be urged in support of the 
recommendation, and it is to be desired that the committee will not content 
themselves with the bare statement of the conclusions to which they may 
have come. Inaddition, the committee will, no doubt, take the oppor- 
tunity of making certain suggestions whereby the method of pro- 
cedure by statements of claim and defence may be improved. There 
seems to be no reason why they should not be put in upon the oath of 
the plaintiff and defendant respectively. This might help to make the 
statements more accurate and less prolix. 

There can be little doubt that the committee's recommendation, if 
accompanied by wise and wholesome restrictions, will not only meet with 
the support of the profession, but will help to show the members of the 
Legal Procedure Committee that, while solicitors are firm in their 
determination to support the principle of statements of claim and 
defence, they are equally willing that the right to deliver the same should 
be so qualified and protected as to prevent any abuse of the system. 

But, after all, it is of no use to devise the most perfect system of rules 
unless there is at the same time a thoroughly effective machinery by 
which they are to be worked. It seems inevitable that the committee 
should deal fully with the question of the jurisdiction and powers of the 
masters. 

The competency and adequacy of this tribunal (with exceptions, of 
course) have been more than once tested and found wanting. The ques- 
tion invariably is, in how short a space of time can the business of the 
masters be transacted? If the tribunal was thoroughly competent it 
would still be necessary that it should give a fair and patient considera- 
tion to the matters submitted for its determination, but this latter con- 
sideration, even should the tribunal prove competent, seldom seems to 
have much weight. 

I have sometimes thought that the wholesome and powerful influence 
which the press of this country never fails to exert might usefully be 
employed in being allowed to attend and take such report as it might think 
fit of the business in judges’ chambers. Publicity of proceedings in courts 
of justice has no doubt tended materially to facilitate and advance the 
administration of justice; and to give confidence in the tribunals of the 
country. Yet, after all, the irue remedy seems to be to assign every 
action to a particular judge, to put the master very much in the position 
of a chief clerk, and to let the suitor have the initial stages of his action 
submitted for the consideration of the judge when he is dissatisfied 
with the decision of the master, not asa matter of appeal but as a 
matter of right, and let the master, as in the case of the chief clerk, be 
present when the matter is disposed of. 

A great number of the appeals which have recently taken place in 
regard to interlocutory matters have arisen simply from the extremely 
imperfect manner in which the matters had been considered at chambers, 
and if the same method of treatment had in the first instance been 
pursued in reference to those matters as is invariably adopted in the 
Chancery Division of the High Court, especially when the judge sits in 
chambers, a great many of these interlocutory appeals would never have 
been heard of, 

I hope the committee of the society will not allow their labours to be 
unduly harried, or their conclusions rushed. There is ample time to 
give a fair consideration to the matter, and they need be under no ap- 
prehension that the Lord Chancellor or the judges will be willing to 








legalize the suggestions of the Legal Procedure Committee without our 
branch of the profession expressing in due time, through the council, 
those conclusions which our experience entitles us to form. 

If the committee should so desire, there can, of course, be no reason 
why they should not, in the first instance, present a report on the various 
suggestions of the Legal Procedure Committee, and the council’s views 
thereon, and then subsequently reconsider the larger questions to which 
the reference extends, The ent of a committee of members of the 
society having been established, the best justification for repeating the 
experiment will be found in the wise, able, and exhaustive treatment 
which it is to be hoped the committee now sitting will give to all the 
matters which are, either directly or indirectly, intrusted to their cons 
sideration. A Practisine Sontotror, 

Nov. 30. 


: 





ADVERTISEMENTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Do you not think the enclosed advertisement in the Camberwell, 
Peckham, and Dulwich News, under the head of ‘‘ Law,” requires at- 
tention? We beg aleo to call yourattention to the advertisement headed 
‘** To the perplexed ” in the same paper. Perhaps if some notice is taken 
of them in your valuable paper they will cease to appear in future. 

8., G., & M. 


{The following are the advertisements referred to by our corres 
pondents :—~ 


“To the perplexed.—Should you be served with a county court sum- 
mone, writ, or avy legal process, or be in difficulties or trouble of any 
kind, or have debts you cannot recover, apply to Mr. Elwell, 66, Gowrie- 
road, Lavender-hill, where a@ solicitor of great experience in divorce, 
probate, and other causes may be consulted free of charge. Arrangements 
with creditors withont bankruptcy or publicity.” 

‘“‘Law.—Mr. H. Emerson can be consulted on every point of law, 
including divorce and probate, every morning from nine to ten, and in 
the evening from seven to ten o'clock, at 29, Stormont-road, Lavender- 
hill, S.W. Terms moderate. Any person in difficulties should apply imme- 
diately to Mr, Emerson, as above.”] 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


AcTION TO RESCIND ConTRACT FOR SALE— MisrEPRESENTATION—INQUIRIES 
MADE BY PurcHASER—ONUS PROBANDI THAT VENDOR’s REPRESENTATIONS 
WERE NOT RELIED ON BY PurcHASER.—In a case of Redgrave v. Hurd, before 
the Court of Appeal on the 28th ult,, the question was raised whether the 
defendant to an action to eet aside a contract for the purchase of property, on 
the ground that the plaintiff was induced to enter into the contract b 
representations made by the defendant as to the value of the property whi 
were untrue, can successfully resist the action on the ground that the plaintiff 
made ioquiries for himself, or bad the means of ascertaining all the facts. The 
plaintiff in the action claimed the specific performance of an agreement; the 
defendant, by his counter-claim, sought to rescind the contract, om the ground 
that he wae induced to enter into it by misrepresentations made to him by the 
plaintiff. Fry, J., though he held that the plaintiff had made untrue 
representations to the defendant, yet held that the defendant must be taken 
not to have relied upon these representations, because he made some incomplete 
inquiries for himeelf, and had the opportunity, if be bad inquired further, of 
ascertaining the facts fully. And his lordship accordingly refused to rescind 
the contract, and gave judgmeut for the specific performance. He considered 
that the case of Attwoud v, Small (6 C, & F. 232) was an authority for bis 
conclusion. The Court of Appeal (Jzssex, M.K., and Baceatiay and Lvusn, 
L.JJ.) reversed the decision, and held that the defendant was entitled to 
rescission of the contract, Jessen, M.R., said that Attwood v, Small was not 
an authority for the view tuken by Fry, J. The grounds of the decision in 
that case were (1) that there was no fraud ; (2) that the plaintiff had knowledge 
of the facts; (8) that he did not rely on the representation. When a man 
made @ represeutation to induce another to enter into a contract it was to be 
inferred that the latter relied on the representations, and, if they were untrue, 
the man who made them could not resist an action to reseind the contract 
unless he showed that the plaintiff had abandoned his reliance on them, or 
that he had such knowledge as was inconsistent with reliance on them, If 
this was not shown by the defendant, the inference that the plaintiff did rely 
on the representations remained. Bac@attay, L,J., said that the mere fact 
that a person to whom untrue representations were made did not avail him- 
self of an opportunity of ascertaining whether they were true would be no 
avuswer on the part of the man who tad made them. Lvuen, L.J., said that 
the onus was on the man who had made a false représentation to 
man to whom it was made had ceased to rely on it, and had rel 
knowledge, —Soricirons, R. Biale ; J. Holder. 


Srature or Liurrations (3 & 4 W111. 4, c, 27, 8. 84; 37 & 38 Vicr. o, 
57,8. 1)—AcKNOWLEDGMENT or T1TLB To Lanp arTer StaruToRY Bar.— 
On the 29:b ult,, the Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R,, and Boggellay and Lush, 
L.JJ.), in affirming the actual decision of Maling, V.C., in the case of Sanders 
v. Sanders (29 W. R. 413), entirely overruled his ratio decidendi, The Vico 
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Chan alias belt that an acknowledgment of title to land, given after the title 
has been twenty years adverse posse Operates to restore the 
title, end to deprive the person who makes the acknowledgment of the benefit 
of the title which he has acquired under the statute. And his lordship was 
of opinion that the case of Stansfield y. Hobson (1 W. R. 216, 8 De G. M. & G. 
620) was an authority for this conclusion. Jesset, M.R., ssid that, when the 
paamane in Stansfield vy. Hobson were looked at, it was cleur that the point 
n question had not been decided there. And the case of In re Alison (27 
W. R. 389, L. R. 11 Ch. D, 284) was a direct authority to the contrary, but 
that case was not cited to the Vice-Chancellor, The effect of the Statute of 
Limitations was to extinguish the right, not merely to bar the remedy, and 
after the extibetion of the right an acknowledgment could not revive it. But 
in the particular case the court beld that the evidence led to the conclusion 
that the statatory period had not run, and on this ground they affirmed the 
Vice-Chancellor’s decision. Jusszt, M.R., said that, if a tenant had con- 
tinued to pay his rent regularly for thirteen years, it would be almost im- 
possible, by any amount of evidenee, to induce a jury to hold that he had, for 
& previous period of twenty years, paid no rent, The inference would be that 
he had always paid it.—Soticrrons, Williamson, Hill, & Co. ; Gold & Son. 





Barton asp Bauwse—Jus rerri—Sarz sy Barter ror BAILOR AFTER 
Noriog oF apverse Craim—Ricut ro Procerps or SaLE—TRUSTER IN 
BaNKRUPTCY — AvoTionseR — Court or Bankruproy — JuRispicTion — 
Banxrurtoy Aor, 1869, 8. 72,—In a case of Ex Davies, before the 
Court of Appeal on the 24th ult., a question arose as to the right of an 
auctioneer, who, with full knowledge of an adverse claim by 4 bill of sale 
holder, had sold the goods comprised in it at the instance and by the 
instructions of the trustee in tbe liquidation of the grantor, to prevent the 
proceeds of sale being paid over to the trustee, A printer filed a liquida- 
tion petition in a county court on the 14th of May, and on the 16th of May 
@ receiver was inted, who the same day took possession of the debtor's 
stock-in-trade, and left an auctioneer’s man in possession of it for him, The 
next day the auctioneer was instructed to take possession of the stock-in- 
trade on behalf of a person who claimed it by virtue of a registered bill of 
sale executed by the debtor. Sbortly afterwards, the auctioneer advertised 
the property for sale by auction on the 30th of May, on behalf of the bill 
of sale holder. On the 26th of May the receiver obtained from the county 
court an order restraining the bill of sale holder until the 6th of June from 
selling the property, and directing that he, his agents and servants, 
should forthwith withdraw from possession, After this order was made the 
auctioneer’s man remained in possession on behalf of the receiver, On the 
2nd of June the firet meeting of the creditors under the petition wes held, and 
a trustee of the debtor’s property was appointed, and he, on the 4th of June, 
directed the auctioneer to hold possession of the property for him. Some 
communications took place between the auctioneer and the trustee, and, 
ultimately, the auctioneer advertised the property for sale on the 14th of 
Jane, the bills which gave notice of the sale and the catalogues of the goods 
being headed, “ In liquidation—by order of the trustee.” The property was 
sold, and the proceeds of sale were received by the anctioneer. The bill of 
sale holder claimed the money from him, and the trustee, not being able to 
obtain payment, served the auctioneer with a notice of motion ia the county 
court for an order to pay the money to him. No notice of the 
the application was given to the bill of sale holder. Before the motion was 
heard the auctioneer sent to the trustee an account of the proceeds of sale, in 
which he charged him with ion money from the 3rd to the 15th of 
June. On the 24th of June the motion was heard by the registrar, when 
an order was made by consent tbat the proceeds of sale should 
be paid into court, that the further hearing should be adjourned to July 5, 
and that, in the meantime, notice should be given by the trustee to the bill of 
pale holder, Notice was served on the bill of sale holder on July 1, but this 
was not a four clear days’ notice as is required hy role 50 of the Bankroptcy 
Rules, 1870. The further hearing of the motion*took place before the judge 
on July 5. The bill of sale holder did not appear. He had meanwhile com- 
menced an action against the auctioneer to recover the proceeds of the sale. 
The judge ordered the money in court to be paid out to the trastee, and this order 
was affirmed by Bacon, 0.J. Before the Court of Appeal it was urged that it 
would be unjust to leave the auctioneer exposed to the ri-k of having to pay 
the money over again to the bill of sale holder ; that the order of the registrar 
as to notice to the bill of sale bolder ought to have been carried out; and 
that, as it was not, an adjournment should bave been directed to enable proper 
service to be effected ; that the auctioneer was acting as an officer of the court 
and was entitled to its protection, and that the court would not allow the 
trustee, who was its own officer, to obtain an unjust advantage, even if he was 
technically in the right. It was also said that the trustee’s claim against the 
auctioneer was a mere money demand against a stranger to the liquidation, 
and that, according to the principle of Ex parte Dickin (26 W. R. 731, L. R. 8 
Ob, D, 377), the Court of Bankruptcy ought not to exereise its extraordinary 
jarisdiction under section 72 of the on Act, but ought to leave the 
matter to be determined in an action in the High Court. The Court of Appeal 
(Jesset, M.R., and BagGavtaY and Lusu, L.JJ.) affirmed the order ap- 
poaled from. Jesszr, M.R., said that, as a general rule, a bailee of 
could not dispute the title of his bailor. If the goods were taken from him 
by the title paramount of a third person, and he himself had been in no way 
in fault, that would be a defence to the claim of his bailor. But if the bailee, 
knowing of an adverse claim, ed to sell the goods for his bailor, 
and to hand over the proceeds to him, he could not afterwards set 
up agsinst his bailor the title of the adverse claimant, because he had 
acted with his eyes open. In the present case the auctioneer had 
Inded himself by his own areas with the trustee from setting up against 
fim the title of the bill Gf sale holder, And, moreover, in any event, the 
bailee could not succeed Without proving the paramount title of the adverse 
claimant, and this the present appellant had not dope, It wag not enough 








simply to say that an adverse claim had been made. As to 
diction, no doubt the words of seetion 72 were — 
i nab psn ~ ‘wag Court < so had oa 

emand was made by a trustee in ruptey against a stranger to 
ruptcy, who asserted a right to have the matter investigated by 
tribunals, it would not be proper for the Court of Bankruptoy. 
sessed jurisdiction, to exercise it. 
express any wish to have an action nny 8 against 
consented to aa order to pay the money 
judge might, no doubt, have adjourned the hearing if he had 
thinking that the bill of sale holder's claim was a dond fide 
the question wes whether the judge should exercise an extraordinary 
judicial diseretion, it was not an immaterial circumstance to 
bill of sale holder had had actual notice of the application, though 
was one day short. And, if the court was satisfied, as ee ‘ 
been, and as the Master of the Rolls was, that the 0 
intention of coming forward, there was no réason for ag, from 
role. Bagoattay, L.J., said that, on thé money being into 
fall jurisdiction of the Court of Bank: 
the auctioneer, with fall knowledge of the adverse claim, elected 
part of the trustee and to sell the goods as his, and he was, therefore, 
from denying the trustee’s title, If he had not placed bimeelfin that 
it would have been open to him to show a Setter titlein the bill of 
an eviction, a5 it was called, of the trustee by title paramount, 
there was not a tittle of evidence of the title of the bill of sale 
poe ha boy a we yg ose ws a of Biddle v. b-nof 
6 B. & 8. 225), for there the auctioneer no opportunity o' 
the sale, and, moreover, he proved that the adverse claimant sae Gate 
than bis own beilor. In the present case the auetioneer elected 
with a perfect knowledge of the nature of the adverse claim, and he had not 
pare a better title m the adverse claimant.—Soxicirors, H. G. Field 

« ¢ Z. Scott. 
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Trustee IN Banxruprcy—Disctamer or Least—Leave or Covrt— 
APPEAL— DISCLAIMER EXECUTED BEFORE Notice or ApPkat—Bankkurroy 
Act, 1869, s. 23—Bawxrurtcy Roxes, 1871, x. 28.—In a conse of Bz parte 
Sadler, before the Court of Appeal on the 24th ult., the question was raised 
whether, after the Ooart of Bankruptey had given leave to a trustee in 
bankraptcy to disclaim a lease of the bankrupt, and a disclaimer had be 
actually executed, the Court of Appeal could, at the instance of the 
alter the order by imposing on the trustee certain terme wh 
below had refused to impose on him, It was sought to 
case from that of Ex parte Ditton (24 W. RB, 1008, L. R.3 
the ground that there the person who appealed from the 
the disciaimer was 4 mortgagee of the lease, who wished to 
the disclaimer, and the court said that he was too late beca 
the disclaimer, the term was at an end, whereas io the 
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appellant did not seek to affect the disclaimer, but only to im some terms 
on the trustee. The Court of Appeal (Jzssex, M.R., and BaeoaLnay aod 
Lvs, L.JJ.), however, held that this was not a valid distinction, and that 
the principle of Ez parte Ditton applied. Jxsext, M.R., said that, whether 
the leave to disclaim was granted conditionally or unconditionally, an 
alteration of the order would amoant to a withdrawal of the vey and 
the leave could not be withdrawn after the act which it permis Mt been 
done. The appellant ought to have applied to stay execu: of 


disclaimer pending an appeal, or to have got an order 
trustee to execate the disclaimer after such a date as 
appeal.—Soxicirors, Deane, Chubb, 4 Co.; W. Sturt. 
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Action acatnst PAnrneRs—Frem prsson.ven serore Issus of Warir— 
Service oF WRIT on on® PartNeR—Jupoment By Dgravtt—Dzsror's 
SumMoxs AGaINst Partwer Not servep witn Watr—Orp, 9, x. 6— 
Orp. 12, x 12—Orp. 16, x. 10—Orp. 42, 2. 8.—In @ case of Bz 
parte Young, before the Court of Ap on the 28th alt., an important 

uestion was raised as to the effect of the Judicature Rules, w le for 
the suing of partners in the name of the partnership firm, snd 


service 
f the writ and the issuing of execution on a judgment the firm. B 
wt 9, r. 6, “ Where ab teoet are sued in the name of fede tr 
shall be served either upon any one or more of the partners, or at the al 
of 


lace within the jarisdiction of the business of the partnership, 
perndh haying, Ros time of service, the control or 
partnership business there; and, subject to the rales 
such service shall be deemed service upon the firm. ord, 12, r. 12, 
* Where ers are sued in the name of their firm, they 
dividually in their own names. Bot all subsequent 
theless, continue in the name of the firm.” By 
or more persons claiming or being liable as “rar a 
the name of their respective firms, if any ; an 
in such case apply by summons to a judge for a stat 
persons who are co-partners in any such firm, to be 
and verified on oath or otherwise, as the judge may 
8, provides that, “ Where ih yrange wv partners 


; 


firm, execution may issue in ner oe 
of the partners as such ; (5.) against 
pleadings that he is, or bas been to bea} 


mn who bas been served, a8 @ pattner, with the writ of sum ; 
ailed to appear. If the party who has obtdined judginent claims to 
to issue execution against any othes person as being 
may apply to the court or a judge for leaveso to of bran, the court or j 
give such leave if the liability be not disputed, or, 
may order that the liability of sugh pergon be tried 
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manner in which any issue or question inan action may be tried and determined.” 

The question arose thus ; a firm consisting of several partners was dissolved 

as to one of them on the 17th of December, the business being thenceforth 

continued by the other partners under the old firm anid ut the old place of 

business. On the 18th of December a creditor of the old partnership, whose 

debt had been contracted before the dissolution, and who was not aware of the 

dissolution, commenced an action for the debt against the firm, and sued in the 

name of the firm. On the 21st of December the writ was served on one of the 

continuing partners at the place of business of the firm. It was never served 

on ths outgoing partner, and he was ignorant of the action until the following 

May. No appesrance was entered to the writ, and on the 29th of December 

the plaintiff signed judgment against the defendants for the amount claimed 

and costs. A fi. fa. was issued, and the sheriff attempted to levy execution on 

the goods of the firm, but found none. No application was made to the court 

for leave to issue execution against the retired partner. In May, 1881, the 

plaintiff served on bim particulars of demand of the judgment debt, this being 

the first notice he bad of the action. He did not comply with the demand, 

and on the 14th of June the plaintiff served him with a debtor’s summons'in 

respect of the judgment debt. He denied his liability and applied to the court 
to dismiss the summons, and his application was refused by the registrar. On 

the appeal it was contended that rule 10 of order 16, and the consequential 
provisions of the other rules, apply only to the case of a firm existing at the 

time when the action is commenced, and do not authorize the suing in the 

name of the firm the persons who have been the partners in it before its 
dissolution, Consequently, it was said, the appellant had never been served 
with the writ and the judgment did not bind him. The court (Lord 
Serpornez, ©., and Bretr and Corron, L.JJ.), differed in opinion, Lord 

SELBoRNE and Cotron, L.J., holding that the debtor’s summons ought,to 
have been dismissed, and Brett, L.J.. holding that the registrar’s decision was 
tight. Lord Sexsorne said that the argument had not convinced him that 
the effect of a dissolution of partnership was to put an end to the partnership 
relation between the members of the dissolved firm as to their joint liabilities 
and assets, or as to transactions in dependence at the date of the dissolution, 
or that the name of the firm under which the business had been carried on 
might not, according to that mercantile usage of which tae law did and ought 
to take notice, still continue to be applicable for any purposes for which the 
ce wae relation might be said to continue. And, if that were so, the 
guege of rule 10 of order 16 would seem prima facie to be applicable to 

a joint partnership claim or liability, by or against the members of a dissolved 
partnership. This question, however, was one of large and general import- 
ance, and would be much more properly tried in some proceeding in the High 
Court (particularly by an application under rule 8 of order 42 for leave to 
issue execution) than upon a debtor’s summons. Thinking the question open 
to serious doubt, his lordship was of opinion that the registrar might have 
done well to stay all proceedings on the summons for such time as might be 
requisite for such a trial. If, however, the determination of the appeal bad 
depended only on rule J0 of order 16, and the rules as to service and appear- 
ance, it might be going too far to say that the registrar was not competent to 
decide the question. But the question depended also on rule 8 of order 42, 
which seemed to show that judgment against a firm was not and ought not to 
be held conclusive of the liability of any person who had neither admitted on 
the pleadings, nor had been adjudged to be a partner in the firm sued, and 
who had not been served as a partner with the writ. It appeared to his lord- 
ship that it would be improper in any case of disputed liability, in which, on 
an application for leave to issue execution under this rule, the court 
could not properly give leave without the trial and determination of 
the question of liabilility by some proceeding at law, to grant a debtor’s 
summons, and afterwards to refuse an application by the person summoned 
either to dismiss it, or to stay proceedings under it for such time as might be 
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necessary for the trial of the question. If this was so, the inference which 
his lordship drew from rule 8 of order 42 (in connection with the other rules) 
was that, in a case like the present, the judgment was not per se binding on a 
person in the position of the sppellant, so as to constitute a debt on which | 
he could be made bankrupt; and that something more was necessary to make | 
it so. Ifthe rales did apply to a dissolved partnership, such a state of the | 
law Would appear to his lordship to be very convenient and reasonable, | 
particularly when, asin the present case, an old firm name continued to be | 
used by anew partnership, so as to make the application of the firm name so | 
far equivocal and uncertain that it could not be ascertained by anything 

which appeared on the record. Corrox, L.J., said that, by the English law | 
previously to the rules under the Judicature Act, a firm had no such existence | 
as enabled it to sue or made it liable to be sued. It wasa mere name under | 
which certain persons carried on their business, and the individual partners, | 
as such, were alone capable of suing and being sued. The Judicature Rules | 
hed, no doubt, varied the law in this respect, but the question was to | 
what extent. In his opinion, the rules applied only to persons who were, | 
at the time of action commenced, partners in an existing firm, not to persons | 
who had been partners in a firm which had been dissolved. Such persons | 
could no longer properly be called partners. ~ The partnership was at ao end | 
by the dissolution, and, though the persons who were members of it had 
authority to deal with matters in which the partnership was at the time of its 
dissolution engaged, for the purpose of winding them up, until those affairs 
were wound up, yet this was not because they werestill partners, but because 
the authority of agency, which was given by the partnership contract, 
continued, ne the dissolution, as regarded matters commenced 
during the continuance of the partnership. Brett, L.J., thought that the 
firm name mentioned in rule 10 of order 16 was the name of the firm which 
existed when the debt sued for was contracted, and that the firm so named 
existed for the purpose of being sned at the time of the issuing of a writ io 
respect of a debt contracted while the firm was in fall force, though 
for other purposes the firm had ceased toexist. The service of the writ was, 
therefore, by virtue of rule 6 of order 9, a good service on the appellaut, and 








His lordship was of opinion that, under 


he was bound by the judgment. 
gment against the 


rule 8 of order 42, execution could not issne on the jud 
appellant without the leave of the court. 


against him. The Legislature had only thought it safer to bridle the 


W. Moon ; Keene, Marsland, § Bryden. 





PERSONAL CovENANT—BREACH—ENFORCING BY InJuNCTION—INTERLOCU- 
rvory APPLicaTion— Detay.—In a case of Mapleson v. Hutchinson, before 
Chitty, J., on the 25th ult,, a motion was made to restrain the female de- 
fendant, a married woman, from singing at any concerts in England, in breach 
of her contract with the plaintiff. In August, 1879, the female defendant, 
then a spinster, agreed with the plaintiff to proceed to sing for him in 
America during the American season, commencing in October, 1879, and 
ending in March, 1880, The agreement contained a proviso for renewal 
upon the same terms for the American seasons, 1880-1 and 1881-2, The 
agreement contained no provision as to when the notice of renewal should 
be given. The female defendant duly performed her engagement for the 
winter of 1879, and the notice of*renewal was given for the season 1880-1 
in July, 1880, and such notice was acted upon, and the engagement daly 
performed doring the winter of 1880, Notice of renewal for the season 
1881-2 was given by the plaintiff to the female defendant at the end of Jane, 
1881. The female defendant, since the original agreement, had married the 
defendant Hutchinson, and such defendant, immediately on receiving the last 
notice, wrote to the plaintiff stating that the notice had been given too late, 
and the engagement could not be carried ont. The plaintiff thereupon gave 
notice that in case of any breach by the defendants he should at once move 
for an injunction. According to the contract the female defendant was to 
proceed to London, early in October, for rehearsals, and subsequently cross 
over to America. The plaintiff, having recently heard that the female defend- 
ant was advertised to sing at various concerts in England, at once commenced 
this action, and gave notice of motion for an injunction. The female defend- 
ant, in answer to the motion, made an affidavit stating that according to the 
custom of the theatrical profession, and to enable her to make her arrange- 
ments for the fature, the notice of renewal should have been given at the end 
of the American season in March, 1881. The plaintiff contended that the 
defendants, by entering into the contract in August and by accepting the 
= renewal in July, had shown that the notice could be given later than 

arch. For the defendants it was also submitted that there had been delay 
on the plaiotiff’s part, and that he could have at once moved for an injunction 
when the defendant had refused to perform her contract. Currry, J., said 
that the plaintiff was bound to establish his contract with the defendant, and 
his title to sue for the injunction, and he was not satisfied that the notice of 
renewal, so as to constitute a binding engagement on the defendant, had been 
given in time, There was evidence which was uncontradicted that, according 
to the custom of the theatrical profession, the notice should have been given 
in March, and in that state of the evidence he did not see how he could grant 
an interlocutory injunction, whatever case the plairtiff might be able to 
establish at the trial, It was only a matter of observation, and not conclusive, 
that the previous renewal had b2en later, and that the contract had been 
entered into in August. He was also of opinion, on the question of delay, 
that the plaintiff had disentitled himself to an interlocutory injunction. The 
motion must be refused, and the costs would be costs in the action, —Sottct- 
tors, J. & W. Gole; Lindo § Co. 





Practice — PErition — Evipence — Sratrvutory DECLARATION MADE 
ABROAD.—In a case of Re Vaughan’s Trusts, before Chitty, J.,on the 26ch 
ult., @ question arose on a petition whether, under the Statatory Declaration 


| Act (5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 62).a statutory declaration made in Fiji before a 


notary public was receivable in evidence in a petition. The deponent was 
alive, and Curry, J., said there was no reason why he should depart from 
the regular practice and not require an affidavit from the person who had 
made the statutory declaration, The case must be mentioned again when 
the J ea evidence had been procured.—Soxicrrors, R. Beale ; Surr, Gribole, 
& Co, 5; 





Practice—Interm Inxsunction—Discrosure or Mateatat Facrs— 
Discuarce,—In a case of French v. Chatterton, before Chitty, J., on the 28th 
ult., @ motion was made to discharge an interim injanction granted on the 
26th, to restrain the performance of a play in a London theatre on that 
day. The plaintiff in his affidavit stated he was mortgagee in ion 
and sole proprietor of the right of representation, bat the defendant in an 
affidavit filed in support of his motion set out the document of title under 
which the plaintiff claimed. By that document, which was dated the 21st 
of June, 1878, the defendant deposited the manascript of the drama with the 
plaintiff in consideration of a loan then made to him, and he thereby em- 
powered the plaintiff to receive all moneys for the performance of the 
drama until the loan and all other sums owing had been repaid. The defendant 
was a bankrupt, and his trustee had consented to the performance on 
the 26th, and had directed the royalty to be paid to the plaintiff direct. 
The defendant also alleged that the drama had been performed since the 
2let of Jane, 1878, and the proceeds paid to the plaintiff in reduction of 
his debt. Currry, J., was of opinion that there had been a material sup- 
pression on the plaintiff's part in the affidavit upon which he had obtained 
the ex parte injanction. I¢ should have set out or exhibited the peculiar 
docament of title under which the plaintiff claimed, and if that had been 
done he should never have granted the interim injunction since the 


plaintiff by no means glearly showed bis right to restrain the representa, 


But it did not follow that other — 
remedies on the judgment—e.g., a debtor’s summons—might not be — s 
wer of 
execution, which was a drastic remedy, put in force at the will of the judgment — 
creditor, and was irreparably mischievous if wrongly issued.—SoiuicTors, — 
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tation of the drama. Without going further into the merits, he 

should discharge the injunction simply because the document had not been 

referred to. The plaintiff ought to have an opportunity of answering the 

defendant’s affidavit, and therefore"the motion could be mentioned again on 

= ery tg costs on Friday the 20d December—Soxicrrors, Van Tromp ; 
ote, 


ComPaxY—Sa.z or Assets—Sanction or BonpHoiper’s Mertinc—Srarv- 
gorY Masontry—Companigs ARRANGEMENT Act, 1870. —In the case of Re 
Madras Irrigation and Canal Company (Limited), before Chitty, J., on the 29th 
ult., an application was made under the Companies Arrangement Act, 1870, thet 
a meeting of the bondholders of the company, which is now in liquidation, 
might be directed to be held to consider a proposal for the sale by the company 
of its assets to the Secretary of State for India, The offer, in a similar form, 
had been before two previous meetings ; at the first the liquidator bad held 
certain proxies which the court held he could not do, not being @ bondholder, 
and therefore the result of the meeting was set aside, and a fresh meeting 
directed on the 3rd of August, 1881. At the latter meeting a majority in 
number of the bondholders assented to the sale, but the majority in value 
was by some £10,000 short of the statutory amount. The Secretary of State 
had made a fresh offer, open to the end of the year, and this application was 
now made on the ground that various mistakes bad been made in counting the 
votes at the meeting of the 3rd of August, and that certain bondholders who 
had then voted against the proposal had since changed their minds, and that 
in effect there was now the statutory majority in favour of the proposal. 
Cutty, J., said he should, in exercise of his judicial discretion, direct a 
farther meeting to be called. He looked upon the renewal of the offer by the 
Secretary of State as, in effect, a new offer, which the bondholders ought to 
have an opportunity of considering. As, however, the proposal was the same 
as before, he sbould not have sent it back to be considered by a third meeting, 
unless he saw that there had been a bona fide change of opinion since the last 
meeting. Having regard to the analysis of the voting at the last meeting, 
and the present state of opinion in the company, he considered that the 
applicants had shown a fair prima facie case that there was at present a 
statutory majority in favour of the scheme. He should direct the meeting to be 
held on the 15th of December, and the liquidator would have leave if the 
proposal were then accepted to take out a summons returnable before him on 
the 19th to confirm the result.—Soxtcrrors, W, Rawlins; Ashurst, Morris, 
§ Co. ; Solicitor to the Treasury. ; 





Reoistration or Voters—Lopcer’s Cuarm—Prima Facte Evipence oF 
Quacisication—41 & 42 Vicr. c. 26, s. 23.—In a case of Nuth v. Tamplin, 
which came before the Queen’s Bench Division on the 24th of November, and 
which was an appeal against a decision of the revising barrister for the 
borough of Marylebone, the question was whether the 23rd section of 41 & 42 
Vict. c. 26 applied to persons claiming the lodger franchise for the first time, 
as well as to those who have already asserted their claim, By section 23 of 
the Act, ‘‘In the case of a person claiming to vote as a lodger the declaration 
annexed to his notice of claim shall, for the purposes of revision, be prima facie 
evidence of his qualification.” The appellant claimed the lodger franchise 
under section 4 of 30 & 31 Vict. c. 102 for the first time, and made his 
claim in accordance with form H., No, 2, in the schedule to the Act of 1878. 
The claim was duly published by the overseers in the list of lodger claimants, 
bat the claimant did not appear personally in support of his claim, nor was 
any evidence tendered in support thereof. It was argued on his behalf that 
the declaration annexed to the notice was sufficient evidence of his qualifica- 
cation, The revising barrister held that section 23 of the Act of 1878 did not 
apply to persons claiming the lodger franchise for the.first time, and that, the 
section not applying, the appellant should have given further evidence in 
support of his claim. The court (Denman and Bowen, JJ.) allowed the 
appeal, being of opinion that the 23rd section epplied to old and new lodgers 
alike, It was admitted that section 25 applied to both, and as the language 
was identical in both sections the court could not put a limited construction 
on one and exclude new lodgers. Appeal allowed.—Soticrrors, H. 7. Ives; 
Tamplin, Taylor, § Josephs, 





ReoistRaTion OF VoTers—QvALIFICATION FoR BorouenH aNnD CouNnTY 
Vorzs—Duriicatze Entrar—2 Witt. 4, c. 45—41 & 42 Vicr. c. 26, 8. 
28, suB-sEcTION 14.—In a case of Chilcott v. Bullen, which was an appeal 
against a decision of a revising barrister, heard in the Queen’s Bench Division 
on the 24th ult., a question arose as to the construction of 41 & 42 Vict. c. 26, 
s. 28. The respondent occupied a leasehold house, and owned and occupied a 
freehold tenement, both premises being situated within the borough of Truro. 
The respondent's name appeared twice in the list of borough voters in 
respect of his two properties. On the revision of the list of voters for the 
borough, the revising barrister placed against the entry of the respondent's 
name in respect of his freehold qualificetion a note, to the effect that the re- 
spondent was not entitled to vote in respect of that qualification, in accordance 
with 41 & 42 Vict, c, 26, 8.28, sub-section 14, and left him the right of voting 
asan occupier. The respondent claimed to vote for the county, by reason of his 
freehold property, and that claim was allowed by the revising barrister, 
although the property was situate within the borough. The court (DENMAN 
and Bowen, JJ.) allowed the appeal, as it was clear that by 2 Will. 4, c. 45, 
No person could vote for the county in respect of property occupied within the 
borough, and the law had not been altered by the provisions of 41 & 42 Vict. 
c. 26. Appeal allowed.—Soticitors, For ; Bartrum. 








It is stated that the list of actions entered for trial at the London sittings 
consists of 330 causes, of which number about 130 are marked for special 
ries, Of the general list over 30 causes are already struck out as settled, 

ving about 390 to be tried, 





SOCIETIES. 


LEEDS INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual general meeting of this society was held onthe 7th ult., at 
the Law Inatitute, Albion-place, Leeds. 

Present :—Mr. T. Simpson, president, in the chair; Messrs, J. W. 
Middleton, vice-president ; J. D. Kay, hon. treasurer; G. H. Nelson, BE. 31. 
Jones, F, H. Barr, G. W. Morrison, J. Rider, W. B. Craven, J. C. Maleolm, 
R. S. Wigan, E. Weston, A. L, Booth, J, Scott, J. W. Harland, T. G. 
Teale, J. R. Ford, E. Wilson, and T, Marshall, hon, secretary. 

The hon. secretary read the report of the committee. 

The PresipEnt, in moving the adoption of the report, called attention to 
those parts of it which dealt with the report of the Committee on Legal 
Procedure, dispensing orders from the preliminary examination and the 
Incorporated Law Society. 

Mr. Kay seconded the motion for the adoption of the report. 

After some discussion on the points referred to by the president, in 
which Messrs. Barr, Rider, Nelson, Kay, Wilson, Marshall, Teale, and 
Booth took part, it was resolved—‘ That the report as read be adopted.” 

Messrs. W. Clarke, A. L. Booth, J. R. Ford, and G. W. Morrison were 
elected members of the committee in the place of Messrs, W. Clarke, J. C. 


Malcolm, A. L. Booth, and F, H. Barr, who retired by , Messrs, 
Clarke and Bouth having beeu nominated for re-election. : 
The treasurer's account was presented and adopted. 
Mr, T. Marshall was elected secretary for the year, and Mr, J. D, Kay 


was elected treasurer for the year. 

Messrs. H. Armstrong, C. Lupton, and W. Postlethwaite were elected 
members of the society. : 

A vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the business of the meeting, 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee :— 

Members.—The present number of members is seventy-one, and there are 
eight subscribers to the library. 

Amendment of the Law of Bankruptey.—The Council of the In ed 
Law Society having made various suggestions for the amendment of law 
of bankruptcy, in anticipation of a Bankruptcy Bill, these suggestions were 
examined by your committee, and a report on them was presented to an 
extraordinary general meeting of the society, held on the 6th of January last, 
and adopted. The Bill subsequently presented to Parliament by Mr. Cham- 
lain, the President of the Board of Trade, was also considered by your com- 
mittee; bot a committee having, in the meantime, been appointed by the 
Associated Provincial Law Societies to report on the subject, it was thought 
better to unite with the other country law societies in their recommendations 
than to frame an independent report. The representatives of the chief 
country law societies, including your own, met at Leeds in the month of July, 
examined the Bill, and agreed on a report upon it. This report was sent by 
the honorary secretary of the Associated Provincial Law Societies to the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade, who has promised to consider it when the ques- 
tion again comes before Parliament. 

Report of the Committee on Legal Procedure.—This committee was appointed 
by the Lord Chancellor for the purpose of considering what changes might be 
expedient and practicable in the practice and ure of the three divisions 
now forming the Queen’s Bench Division of the High Court of Jastice. Their 
report was issued about three weeks ago, and your committee immediately 
met to take it into consideration, The report deals with the following 
subjects :—(1) ‘I'he abuse occasioned by the resort to many modes of proce- 
dure cumulatively ; (2) the oppressive use of the power of discovery, the 
expense caused by proof of facts about which there ought to be no dispute ; 
(3) diminution of appeals in interlocutory matters; (4) debtors’ summonses ; 
(5) amendment of the mode of trial, including such matters as the appoint- 
ment of official shorthand writers, the right to new trial, and the 
to be adopted to obtain it ; (6) costs ia actions under £200, and costs generally. 
(1) On the first of these subjects your committee think it essential that 
parties should be brought to a definite issue before trial. Whether this be 
done by short pleadings, or by notice in lieu of pleadings, is a matter of 
secondary importance. In most cases an indorsement on the writ of the natore of 
the claim, notice of defence, and notice of any matter by way of reply will be 
sufficient, and no further pleadings should be allowed Peas judge’s 
order. If further particulars are wanted they can be ob he prac- 
tice of making long garbled statements ia the form of pleas, and supplement- 
ing them by summonses for particulars, is an abuse which should be checked. 
At a certain stage in the pleading the proposed summons for directions will be 
useful, and the same may be said of the suggestion that a separate summons 
for —e separate matter shelibe parses eg Parenter 

) The committee approve of suggestion No. 6in re as 4 
PB Fis. (No. 7) requiriog a party, uader penalty of costs, to admit speoi Re 
facts on notice before trial is of more doubtful policy. It will often be diffi. 
culty to say what is ‘‘ reasonable cause,” within the meaning of the rule, and 
in practice it will be found that parties will refuse admission and ran the risk 


of costs. 

3) As to interlocutory appeals, your committee approve the recom menda- 
my of the committee Now 8, 9, aad 10. A suggestion has been made that 
a practice court should be established to hear appeals from masters and 
district registrars as well as appeals on taxation of costs. The use of such a 
court in fixing the practice cannot be disputed; on the other hand, an Fea 
to it would be much more costly, and it is probable that a court would 
to entertain appeals not on matters of principle, % 

i) The committee approve the suggestion ag to debtors’ summonses (No, 
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(5) The proposed amendments of procedure in matters relating to trial 
(Nos. 12 to 15) are of great importance, They embrace a power to the master 
to direct, on summons for directions, a motion for judgment where the rights 
of the parties are found todepend wholly or in part on matter of law, and 
when there is no terious controversy as to the facte. But before a case is 
directed to be tried by ajory, the master must be satisfied that the case is one 
which can conveniently be so tried, subject to certain excepted cases in 
which the right of either party to a trial by jury is to beabsolute. Your 
committee have approved this suggestion, considering that the decision of 
the master, that the question can be conveniently tried by a jury, will 
preserve that mode of trial in cases to which it is applicable; the mode of 
trial by official referees has not, in their opinion, worked well, and should be 
discontinued. Your committee agree that applications for new trial, appeals 
from inferior courts, and the other matters specified in No. 15, should be by 
no'ice of motion without any rule wisi. On the question of new trial, the 
only observation your committee have to make is that an appeal from the 
decision of the arbitrator should be allowed wherever there is a reference 
to an abitrator, and not only where the arbitration is compulsory, as is 
suggested in No, 24. 

(6) On the question of costs, the proposal (No. 20) that when the amount 
recovered in an action for a mere money demand, or for damages only, is less 
than £200, the plaintiff's costs shall be"taxed on a lower scale, is disapproved 
by the committee. 

Your committee have farther to report upon this subject that a meeting of 
the Associated Provincial Law Societies was held in London, on the 27th of 
October, and attended by the vice-president and honorary secretary on behalf 
of the society, at which the report of the committee was fally considered. 
The resolutions passed at that meeting do not differ in any material respect 
from tlose at which your own committee have arrived ; and your committee 
propose to support the recommendations of the meeting referred to, with such 
variations and additions as forther discussion may show to be requisite. 

Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881.—The committee need do 
no more than refer to this important Act, which comes into operation on 
the 1st of January, 1882. It should be read in connection with the statute 
next mentioned. 

The Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881.—Under this Act, the Lord Chas- 
cellor, the Lord Chief Justice of England, the Master of the Rolls, the 
president for the time being of the Incorporated Law Society, and the 
president of one of the provincial Jaw societies, as defined in section 1, are 
authori to make general orders for regulating the remuneration of 
solicitors in conveyancing and other non-contentious business, The addition 
of the president of one of the provincial law cocieties to the body 
empowered to make general orders, was made in the Bill at a 
late stege, at the snggestior, and mainly by the influence, of the 
Liverpool Law Society, to whom the thanks of the profession are 
due for this amendment, Your committee hope that the exertions of the 
Liverpool Society will be recognized by the selection of its president, in the 
first instance, as a member of the Role Committee under the Act. The fram- 
ing of general orders will be a work of much responsibility and difficulty, even 
under the wide powers given by section 4, The committee will take care to 
make their views known to those to whom the framing of the orders is 
intrasted. 

The Administration of Justice.—This title refers to a subject to which the 
attention of your society was strongly directed at the close of last year by the 
Liverpool Law Society. The assize arrangements for Lancashire are known 
to be quite inadequate, and foor or five country societies, including Leeds, 
were invited to Liverpool on the 22nd of December last, to consider what 
better arrangements could be made for the trial of actions in the counties in 
which the pressure of business was chiefly felt. Your committee preferred 
that the matter should be discussed in the first instance by the general body 
of the Associated Law Societies, It was so discussed on the 19th of January 
last, and referred to a committee, of which your president was ® member. 
That committee met in Manchester, and presented its report on the 5th of May 
last, recommending that in the first instance the attempt to obtain continuous 
sittings for the trial of actions should be confined to the county of Lancaster. 
Io this recommendation your society, through its representatives, acquiesced. 

Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1881.—The 2204 section of thie Act ex- 
terds the ome y for the office of district registrar, in registries where 
important iness is transacted, to solicitors generally. The clause, as 
originally framed, made barristers also eligible. Against this proposal to 
carry the patronage of the bar into one of the few official legal appoint- 
ments to which solicitors are eligible, your society, in conjanction with 
the Incorporated Law Society, and most of the provincial law societies, 
strongly protested. A petition against the clause was presented to the 
House of Commons, and the words to which exception was taken were 
eventually strack out by the Government. Attention is called to the 27th 
section of this Act, which removes doubts which some judges had felt as to 
the validity of the County Court Rales and Orders made under 19 & 20 
Vict. ¢. 108, s, 32, 

Notices of Incumbrances to Trustees and others.—As a congequence of the 
decision in The Saffron Walden Second Benefit Building Society v. Rayner, 
(L. B. 14 Ch. D. 406), the committee recommended that the practice of soli- 
citors to trustees, mortgagecs, and others, accepting service of notice of in- 
eumbrances or other assurances, sould be discontinued. This recommenda- 
tion was communicated to members by circular on tke 27th of December last. 

Dispensing Orders,— At the annual meeting, held on the 27th of October, 
1876. the following resolution was passed : 

“* That it is underirable for members of the society to sign any memorial for 
dispensing with the preliminary examination in gener+1 knowledge, under the 
ith section of the Attorneys’ Act (23 & 24 Vict, c. 127), or any part of such 








pret oa unless such memorial be first submitted;to and approved of by the 
committee.” ES 
Since this date seven petitions for dispensing orders have been feferred to the — 
committee, five of which have been granted, and two refused. The committer 
have always felt embarrassed in dealing with these applications. The — 
examination in general knowledge required by the regulations of the In. 
corporated Law Society, comprises writing from dictation, writing a sbort — 
English composition, elementary arithmetic, the Europe and 


ieee 


history of England, elementary Latin, and two languages (to be selected by the | 


candidate out of six). This examination, with the exception of the last. 
mentioned subject, is one which no clerk, however continuous his office labouts 
may be, need find any difficulty in passing. Were the applications for dis. 

sing orders usually restricted to an exemption from examination in the two 
anguages forming the last of the subjecte, there would ia most cases be little 
objection to them. But those which have come before the committee have 
invariably asked for dispensation from the whole of the subjects of examina- 
tion. The committee think that the facilities given have been abused, and 
that many clerks who could easily have pre themselves by taking a little 
trouble, have — for and obtained dispensing orders to save themselves 
that trouble, The regulation has, moreover, been in force for g0 many years 
that any clerk wishing to become a eolicitor has awple notice of what is re- 
quired. The committee have, therefore, decided that it is inexpedient in any 
case to approve an application for a dispensing order from the whole of the 
subjects of examination, 





HULL INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of this society was held in the large hall of the society 
on the 25th ult. , 

The Presipent (Mr. Laverack), in moving the adoption of the report of the 
council, congratulated the members on their meeting for the first time in 
premises of their own, and alluded to this and other events¥which had trans- 
pired, as rendering the year one of the most memorable in the history 
of the society. He explained how the financial position of the society had 
been affected by the changes which had taken place, and expressed a confident 
belief that the result would be as successful pecuniarily as it be advan- 
tageous in every other respect. Having alluded to the action of the council 
with respect to the Bankruptcy Bill, and their estions to the Lord Chancel- 
lor’s Committee on the reform of legal procedure in the common law division 
of the High Court, and pointed out the effect of the new Act with regard to 
professional remuneration, he concluded by moving the adoption of the 
report. 

Mr. Peaxce seconded the motion, which, after some remarks by Dr. Rourr 
and others, was put and carried unanimously. 

Mr, W. J. Reep moved, and Mr. Farrect seconded, a vote of thanks to the 
officers and council for their services during the past year, which was carried 
with acclamation. 

The Szcretary (Mr. Woodhouse) moved a resolution to separate the offices 
of secretary and treasurer, which had hitherto been combined. This was 
seconded by Mr. J. A. Jackson and carried. 

The election of officers for the ensuing year was then proceeded with, and 
the result of the balloting was as follows :—President, Mr. F, Lowe; vice. 
president, Dr. Rollit; bon. secretary, Mr, J. T. Woodhouse ; hon. treasurer, 
Mr. J, J. Thorney ; council, Messrs. H, Birks, R. Middlemiss, J. Leak, J. L. 
Jacobs, J. Cook, and C, 8. Wake, The officers and ex-president are ex officio 
members of the council, Messrs. T. Pearce and J. B, Sibree were re-appointed 
auditors. . 

Mr. Lowe then thanked the members for his election as president, and said 
that it must ever be a legitimate source of satisfaction and pride to any member 
of bis profession to be elected to that office, and he felt that in his case the 
b was enhanced by their unanimous vote, and by the election being made 
in view of the visit, during hig year of office, of the parent society, Some of 
them had with himself witnessed the magnificent hospitality which had been 
extended to them by their brethren in other towns. He felt the responsibility 
of the position, but relying on their aid, and particularly that of their inde. 
fatigable secretary, he vee he should be able to receive the members of the 
chief society with hospitality, dignity, and success, 

Mr. A. Roxtrr regretted that Dr. Rollit had been compelled to leave the 
meeting, and, on his behalf, he thanked the members for electing him vice. 
president. 





a Mr. Woopnovse also thanked the members for unanimously re-electing 
im. 

Mr. J. Coox moved, and Mr. Braxs seconded, an alteration of the articles 
of assoctation, so as to admit gentlemen practising within forty miles of Hull, 
bot not in Hull, as subscribing members at a reduced subscription, with 
limited privileges, and after considerable discussion, the motion, slightly 
amended, was carried. 

Several other topics of interest to the profession were discussed, after which 
the meeting terminated. 


The following are extracts from the report of the council :— 
Unqualified Practitioners and Debt Collectors’ Charges.—The council 
have had under their consideration complaints of misconduct by professional 
and unqualified practitioners, and they have communicated to the Council of 
the Incorporated Law Sesiety in London the facts and circumstances relating 
thereto, for that society to take such action as they might be advised. The 
practice complained of in the last report of so-called accountants filing 
debtors’ petitions for liquidation has, the council believe, become much less 
prevalent, if not altogetver ceased, and they feel that this ie due to the action 
of the society gud to the gesistance rendered by the registrar, The council 
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have observed with satisfaction that #he Court of Appeal have overruled the 
decision of a county eourt judge in the South, who teld a commission agent 
entitled to recover court fees at his employer's request, a8 well as reasonxble 


reward for services rendered out of court. The facts were that an agent or. 
debt collector ‘took out a county court summons on behalf of another. 





person, and appeared personally before the court and obtained j at. The 

judgment proved abortive, and the debt collector sued his yer forthe: 
recovery of £2 2s,, made up as follows ;— . 
8 - 
Paid forsummons . eat he. ow a ee 
Hearing tee. @ ei wg ee HS ED 0 

Attending court, waiting defendant several times both in 

Readingand Erleighs . »« «© + «© «© «47 0 
220 





Bankruptcy Bill.—Amongst the most important measures which the council 
considered was the Bankruptcy Bill introduced by Mr, Chamberlain, the 
President of the Board of e. This Bill was first brought before the 
society in general meeting and referred to the council, who bestowed much 
time in considering its details and drawing up suggestions for its improve- 
ment and amendment, These suggestions were forwarded in a lengthy report 
to the Associated Provincial lam temas, to the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society, to the President of the Board of Trade, and to the borough 
members. The most objectionable feature of the Bill appeared to the council 
to be the principle of officiel administration which it embodied. A special 
meeting of the associated societies was held in London, to consider the mea- 
sure, and your dent attended specially as a delegate, the result of the 
deliberations that a committee was appointed to meet at Leeds, and draw 
up ajoint report to submit to Mr. Chamberlain. Your society's representa- 
tive was placed upon this committee. The Bill was subsequently withdrawn, 
owing to pressure of business, and the council hope that when it is re-intro- 
duced next session many of the modifications suggested by the society will 
appear in the Bill. 

The Conveyancing and Law of Property Act.—This Bill, introduced by 
Lord Cairns, after passing the House of Lords, was in the House of Commons 
referred to a Select Committee of the most eminent lawyers ia the House, who 
were advised in revising it by conveyancing counsel of the highest repute. 
The Bill, omitting some of the original clauses, then became law, and comes 
into operation on the lat of January next. An opportunity will, no doubt, 
be given to the society at an early date to consider the Act, with a view of 
adopting uniformity of practice with respect to the optional portions thereof. 

Solicitors’ Remuneration Act.—Thia is, perhaps, the most important Act 
affecting the profession that has been passed for some years, and was & neces- 
sary ment to the Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, One of the 
wost pleasing features inthe Actis that, for the first time, Parliament has 

ized the existence of provincial law societies by providing that the 
Lord Chancellor nominate, from time to time, the president of 
one of the provincial Jaw societies to serve during the term of his office as 
one of the body appointed to régulate the scale of costs. The council have 
received am elaborate report from the Council of the {ncurporated Law Society 
on the subject of the scale of remuneration to be provided under the Act, and 
a letter inviting any suggestions by this society to be submitted to the 
authority constitated by the Act, and the same are now under consideration. 
It po | facilitate the council's arriving at a decision if members would send 
in to the secretary their opinions on the following points, viz.:—(1) Whether 
the ad valorem commission should not be exclusive of disbursements, or, if 
not, what disbursements it should include; (2) what, any, and what scale of 
ad valorem commission should be proposed for marriage settlements; and (8) 
what ought to be the terms of the general order to be made under the 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Act with respect to such non-contentious business as 
would be made the subject of an ad valorem commission. 

Administration of Justice.—In January last a committee of the judges and 
others was appointed by the Lord Chancellor to consider what changes might 
be expedient in ice and ure in the common Jaw division of the 
High Court of Justice, A series of important suggestions to amend the prac- 
tice and procedure were received and considered by the council, who forwarded 
their report thereon to the committee. The report of the committee has now 
been made public, and the council are pleased to ubserve that several of their 
suggestions have adopted by the committee. 





LAW ASSOCIATION. 

At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held at the hall of the 
Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, on Thursday, December 1, the 
following being present-+viz., Mr. Desborough (chairman), and Messrs, 
Boodle, Barges, Desborough, juo., Sidney Smith, Styan, and A. B, Carpenter 
(secretary), grants of £16 were made to the widows of two non-members, one 
new member was elected, and the ordinary general business was transacted. 


LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 








INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Pretiminany Examination. 
The following candidates were sucovssful at the Preliminary Examination 
held on the 26th and 27th of October, 1881 :— 
Abbott, Frederick Charles Alexander, Eastace Charles 
Adcock, Arthur Hugh | Almond, Frederick William 








Armstrong. Walter Scott 
Atkinson, Ervest Darley 
Bailey, Arthur 
Baiobridge, Robert William 
Bartlett, Eiward Whiteley 
Batey, William Simpson 
Beaumont, Richard Henty 
Beavan, Samuel Sydney 
Bender, Alfred Philipp 
Benyon, Winsor George Norman 
Black, James Henry 
Bliss, William Herbert Wray 
Boase, Arthur James 
Bobbett, Lewis Albert 
Bollard, William 
Bourne, James Edwin Dawson 
Bradbury, John Henry 
Bradbury, John Heory 
Brady, Noel Philip Wentworth 
Brandon, Edgar Morris 
Brandon, Edward Tyrrel Horace 
Breese, James 
Bransbury, John 
Brewer, Harris Heal 
Brierley, Arnold 
Bristow, Harry 
Broadbent, Frank 
Broadbent, John William 
Brown, Alfred Edward 
Brown, George Augustus Harman 
Brown, John Haugh 
Bubb, Jobn 
Casebourne, William Henry 
Cattell, Charles 
Cay, eo J me 

nidell, Leonard John Thrup 
Churchill, Francis James - 
Clarkson, Guy Comerford 
Claypole-Smith, William Sydney 
Cleverton, Edward Allea 
Clough, Thomas 
Coates, John Gladstone 
Coles, Frederick William 
Coulthard, Frank 
Crabb, Edward Alfred 
Cranmer-Roberts, Cecil John 
Cutler, Gervase Wingfield 
Daniell, Walter Le Geyt 
Davies, Evan Watkin 
Davies, Vaughan Wilton 
Day, William Ferdinand 
Denman, William 
Dewhirst, William 
Dighton, Francis Probyn 
Egginton, William 
Entboven, Charles 
Ensor, Edward Robert 
Evelyn, Edward Clement 
Fawcett, William 
Fernyhough, Samuel 
Filder, Edward De Cuadra 
Faller, Charles Henry 
Gardner, Robert Henry 
Gates, Ferdinand Chasemore 
Gaunt, Hermon Alfred 
Godwin, Benjamin Frederick 
Gordon, Frederick Harry Biake 
Gregory, Albert James 
Gregory, Granville 
Hacoo, Harold Edward 
Hall, Matthew Anderson 
Hamilton; Harvie Cavendish 
Hamilton, William Vickers 
Hancock, George Strangman 
Harrison, Henry Michael Staunton 
Harrison, Joseph Thornton 
Hart, William Jackson 
Heath, William 
Heckle, James Herbert 
Heelis, Edward Hopes 
Heitzman, Charles Alfred 
Hendry, William Thomas 
Herbert, William Henry 
Higgs, William Ward 
Hiil, Herbert Charles 
Hills, Edward joba French 
Hind, Everatt 
Hole, Michael 
Hovell, Robert De Berdt 
Hoyle, Percy Savile 
Jackson, Reginald Augustus 
Jackson, Samuel Percy 





Johnson, Edward William 


‘| Johnson, John 
‘| Johnston, Charles James 
‘| Jones, Cuthbert Lewis 


King, Arthur Callum 
Knight, Percy Wilton 
Lambert, Frederick | 


Marland, Lees Hyde 
Marsden, Philip Saltmarshe 
Marshal!, Frederick 


Master, Charles Henry 
Matthews, Sydney 
Matthews, John Bromhead 
Mell 
Millar, 
Mills, Charles 

Morice, Wi liam i 
Morris, Frederick Temple 


Mortleman, Johan 

Neat, Francis 

Nesbitt, Thomas Thorburn 
Nutting, Louis Walter Bligh 
Ormond, Edward Brooks 
Parrott, Francis a ha 
Pascoe, George Wiili 
Pattinson, 

Payne, Charles 

Phillips, Arthur 


Powell, Wadham Locke 
Price, Martin 

Price, Thomas Prothero 
Rayner, John Fawcett 
Reed, Arthur Lincola 
Reynolds, Alan S#atman 
Riley, Jonathan 
Riogrose, Berard John 
Roberts, William Pierpoint 
Rouse, Percy Ties 
Rassell, Charles T, 
Rassell, William 
Ryland, Arthur Latham 
uels, Samael Ormes 


Scarisbrick, Edward 
Schmidt, Liadsay Warrea 
Shaw, Arthur Hugh 
Shires, James Edward 
Shotter, Stanley George 
Sillem, George 
Sims, 9 
Sixsmith, Richard Magsey 
Skidmore, Arthur Charles 
Smith, Francis 
Stamer, William Edward 
Stanistreet, Arthur Frederick 
Stanley, Edward Lionel 
Stanstield, William Ashton 
Stephens, James . 
peers Rinses Baskerville 
Stockdaie, 2 Heary 
Stokes, Edward John 
Taylor, Athelatan Howard Odia 
Thomas, Herbert 
Thomas, Lewis 
Tuompson, 
Thornton, Charles 
Tolburst, Bernard Wilshire 
Traill, Walter Sinclair 
Trimmer, Edward 

worth 
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Watson, Richard 

Weddell, Alexander George 

Weedon, Arthur Fountain 

Wescott, Arthur Herbert 

White, Arthur Cecil 

Whitefield, Henry 

Wilkinson, Horace Willoughby 

Williams, David Thomas 

INTERMEDIATE 

The followi 

held on the 10th of November, 1881 :— 


Abbot, Gilbert Leigh 

& Beckett, Turner George Sheffield 
Acton, John 

Akerman, Portland Board 
Allen, Edward H. 

Allin, Edward, B.A. 

Andrews, Lancelot William 
Arber, William Kinross 
Armstrong, Charles Clarke 
Arnold, Bernard 

Ashworth, Frederick 
Atkinson-Grimshaw, Henry H. 
Bailey, George 

Bailey, William John 

Baines, William Hodgson 
Baker, William Thomas 
Banes, Arthur Aiexander 
Barker, Claude 

Barker, Harry Yates 

Barkley, William Henry 
Barnes, Charles George 
Bateman, Benjamin Watering 
Bateson. Harold Dingwall, B.A, 
Battcock, Arthur Henry, B.A. 
Bennett, Ra'ph 

Blagden, Richard Arthur 
Bomrpas, Charles Steele Murchison 
Boswell, Charles Stuart 
Botsford, John William 
Boycott, Richard Handford 
Bradley, Henry George 
Bridger, Herbert Edward 
Bright, Frederick Henry 
Brimacombe, Johu 

Broatch, Joseph 

Brooks, George 

Brougham, Jobn Fry 
Broughton, Horace 

Brown, Robert 

Brown, Thomas James 

Bull, Henry Jobn Howard 
Burch, James Ernest 

Burgess, Herbert Edward 
Buros, A!fred Herbert 

Borrell, Herbert Charles 

Bush, Philip Wathen 

Byrne, Patrick Diamond 
Calvert, James Washington 
Cameron, William Stuart 
Camidge, Frederick Adolphus 
Carter, Hough Adolphus 
Carter, Harold Mark 

Chalker, Henry 

Chivers, Richard 

Clahburn, John George 

Clark, Edward 

Clark, Frederick Hammond 
Cleworth, Martin Ingle 
Clowes, Harry Laird 
Cockburn, James Dissington 
Cook, Albert : 
Cooper, William Frederick, B. A. 
Cope, Lawrence Edwin 
Cousins, Henry Robinson 
Cowlishaw, Charles Henry 
Coxon, Thomas William, B.A. 
Craven, John Whipp 

Crooke, John 

Crooke, John Ryland 
Crowther, Arthur 

Dallas, John James 

Dashper, Alfred William 
Daaney, Frank Hastings 
David, Edward Thomas 
David, Joseph Thomas 
Davies, Alfred Thomas 
Davies, David 

Davies, Thomas Henry 
Davies, Vere Beaumont 
Davis, Henry Newnham 








Williams, Henry Alexander 
Williamson, F. J. 

Wilson, Charles 

Winnett, William Henry 
Wire, Cecil David Travers 
Witty, John Percy 
Wrigley, Frank Thomas 


EXAMINATION, 


candidates were successful at the Intermediate Examination 


Davis, John 

Dawbarn, Climenson Y. C., B.A. 
Dennis, Frank 

Devereux, Robert 
Dickinson, Willian 

Dodson, Edward 

Donnison, Thomas Edward 
Doughty, E. Musgrave 
Drew, George Henry 
Danning, John Burder 
Durant, John Gray 

Dyson, Thomas 

Edington, Robert 

Edye, William Adolphus 
Eley, Douglas William 
Ellison, Oborne James, LL.B. 
Emmons, Samuel 

Erskine, Thomas E. 

Evans, Arthur James 

Evans, Enoch 

Everall], John Roberts 
Everett, Charles 

Faber, Thomas Henry 

Few, William Resbury 
Fisher, Lionel Paston 

Fitter, George Bedford 
Forrest, Daniel 

Forward, Edward William 
Foster, Cecil 

Foster, Charles Blackwell 
Fox, Frank Edward 
Galbraith, John Hammond 
Galbraith, Richard 

Gallop, Reginald George 
Gandy, Jeremiah Francis 
Gane, Douglas Montagu 
Garstang, S. K. 

Gaspar, Henry A. 

George, David Lloyd 
Gibson, Joseph 

Goodman, Samuel 

Goodwin, Frederick 
Goulding, William Corbett 
Gover, John Jallian, B.A., LL.B. 
Gray, Joseph Sewell 

Gray, William Seaton 
Greenep, Francis Michael 
Griffith, James Frederick 
Griffiths, George Stafford Lloyd 
Griffiths, Robert Christopher 
Grimes, Harry Warner 
Groom, Frederic Edward 
Garney, Thomas Alfred, B.A, 
Haines, Allan George, B.A. 
Hall, John Henry Sussex 
Hall, Walter Clarke 

Hansell, Arthur David 
Harby, Arthur 

Harper, Frank Brinsley 
Harrop, Arthur Frederic Holland 
Hart, James Walford 
Hartley, James Bishop 

Hatt, John Julius 

Hawkins, Geoffrey Grahame 
Heath, Walter, B.A. 
Hignett, Percy 

Hill, Leonard 

Hinds, James 

Hodson, James Hewitt 
Holloway, William (of Woodford) 
Holloway, William (of Warminster) 
Holmes, John Camm 

Hore, Henry Augustus 
Horsley, Thomas, B.A. 
Howe, John George . 
Howorth, Bevjamin James 
Hadson, Charles James 
Hughes, Joho Arthar 
Humberstone, Walter 
Hompbreys, Griffith Jones 








Huthart, Michael John, B.A. 

Jackson, William Herbert 

James, Beaumont Tice 

James, Edwin Henry 

James, Jalian Macfarquhar 

Janion, Frank Austin 

Jennings, Arthur Gee 

Jerome, Charles 

Jessopp, Frederick Charles 
borough 

Jevons, Wesley Howard 

Johnson, James Yate 

Joliffe, Charles Cotgreave 

Jones, James Henry 

Jones, John (of Aberystwith) 

Jones, John (of ve 

Jones, Walter Rowlan 

Jordan, Alfred Ormond 

Joshua, Arthur Clare 

Kaye, Frederic William 

Kendrick, Robert Jones 

Kerby, Henry 

Kingsford, Jalius 

Kirby, Charles A. 

Koapp, William Thomas Reeve 

Kynaston, Godfrey Peel 

Lamb, Frederick 

Lamb, Thomas 

Lambe, Henry Edward, B.A. 

Lane, Charles Hay 

Large, William Abbott Abraham 

Latham, William 

Lazenby, John Booth 

Leake, James 

Leeper, Richard John 

Leslie, Oscar Danbar 

Lister, Arthur Marshall 

Littledale, Willoughby Aston, B.A. 

Littlewood, John Whitaker 

Lloyd, Edward William 

Lloyd, John Ernest 

Lowe, George Edward 

Lowndes, Alfred Robert Oakey 

Loxley, Herbert Charles 

Loyd, Ernest Edwin 

Lynch, John Henry 

McConnell, John 

Mackinnon, Lauchlan Kenneth Scobie 

Maddox, Percy Mortimer 

Main, David 

Maitland, Herbert Sampson Payne 

Malcomb, Charles 

Manning, Frederick John 

Markby, Thomas 

Marland, Ernest Clegg 

Marsh, Bedford John 

Mason, William Henry 

Matthews, Joseph Bridges 

Mawdesley, Ernest, LL.B. 

May, Hubert 

Medd, Herbert Goldsmith 

Mellor, George William 

Mellows, Frederick George 

Miles, Edward Vernor 

Miller, John McNeile 

Miller, Reginald Walter 

Mitchell, Arthur John 

Monckton, Stephen Lancelot 

Moore, James 

Morgan, John Lewis 

Morgan, Stanley William 

Morris, Maurice Ivor Edward 

Morris, Samuel 

Morton, Alexander Edward 

Mote, Charles 

Mould, Arthur James 

Mautlow, Benjamin 

Neville, George 

Newman, Alfred 

Newton, Arthur Jobn Edward 

Nichols, William James 

Nicholson, Henry Withnall 

Noble, Joseph Horace, M.A, 

Norris, George Withington 

Nourse, Stanhope Mackie 

Noyes, Robert 

Oddie, Edward Gream 

Ogden, Frederick 

Orme, Alfred Alexander 

Pagden, Leonard 

Paimer, Frederick Freke 

Palmer, Herbert 


Eden- 





Palmer, W. L. P. 

Parry, Watkin Wynn 

Payne, Alexander Edmund 
Pearce, Arthur 

Pedley, Charles Herbert 
Petherick, Edward 

Phillips, Robert Knighton 
Piercy, Thomas 

Pierson, Frederick Arthur 
Platnauer, Emille Jales Louis 
Platte, Thomas 

Playne, Fraucis George 
Poole, Henry J. Ruscombe 
Pope, Michael Herbert, B.A. 
Porter, George 

Price, Joseph Seymours 
Priest, Walter B. 

Pumfrey, Heary 
Ramsbottom, Henry Alfred 
Ratcliffe, John 

Raven, Henry Baldwin, B.A. 
Rawlins, Charles Arthur 
Rawline, Hesry Walter King 
Read, Alexander Whiteway 
Reay, Claud Hdward 

Reeves, William Warwick 
Rideal, Edmund John Freeman 
Roberts, Augustus Stewart 
Roberts, Humphrey Wroe 
Roberts, Richard George Cameron 
Roberts, William 

Robinson, Percival George 
Rumbelow, Arthur Pierre 
Rossell, William Barker, B.A. 
Rutter, Clarence Edwin 
Salmon, Thomas William 
Sandford, Henry Barlow 
Savigny, Ethelstan Osmond 
Sawbridge, Charles Walton 
Schacht, Henry, B.A. 

Shaw, Harold 

Shepherd, Edward William 
Sherwood, Charles Gilbert 
Shuttleworth, Arthur 
Siddall, Frederick James Dawson 
Silburn, John Henry 
Simpson, James Wason 
Sinclair, Henry Valentine 
Sismey, George Herbert 
Skelton, Samuel ee z 
Skues, George Edward Mackenzie 
Slater, William Wilkinson, B.A. 
Slight, Lewis Alexander 
Smedley, Joseph Benjamin 
Smiles, Heary Locke 

Smith, Edward Castleman 
Smith, Hayne 

Smith, Henry Asheton, M,A. 
Smith, James 

Smith, John Sidney 

Smith, Somers Percy 

Smith, Thomas Dackworth 
Soady, Sydney John, B.A, 
Southgate, James Trippets 
Spencer, Richard Henry 
Sprott, George Herbert 
Stelfox, Alfred 

Storey, John 

Stubbs, Francis William 
Sutcliffe, Arthur Frederick 
Sweet, Charles Lacy 

Sykes, Jobn 

Tapscott, Benjamin Adams 
Tarratt, William 

Taylor, Herbert Stanley 
Taylor, Richard 

Taylor, B.A., Thomas Litton 
Taylor, Walter 

Teale, Herbert 

Thompson, Charles 
Thompson, Joseph French 
Thomson, Harry Crawfuird 
Tiernay, Terence 

Todd, Charies Miles 

Todd, William 

Tomlinson, John 

Townsend, Henry Fox 
Travers, John 

Trevitt, Joho 

Trewavas, John 

Turnbull, John Charles 
Turnbull, William George 
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Tweed, Henry Richard Blomfield 
Tweedie, Michael Forbes 
Tyacke, Francis Yonge 
Wade, James 

Wadham, William Turner 
Wake, Richard James 

Ward, John Gill 

Ward, William Robert David 
Wardale, Francis James 
Wardley, William Arthur 
Warner, James Charles 
Wassel], Joho Daniel 
Watson, C. A. 

Webb, Henry Limley 

Webb, Richard Frederick 
Weller, George 

Welsford, Henry Mills, B.A. 
Wheatley, Charles 

Whitaker, Lucas 





White, George Frederick Freeland 
White, Ralph Neville 

Wilkie, Alfred Gammon 
Wilkinson, Herbert George 
Willan, James W. 

Williams, Alfred John Herbert 
Williams, Arthur Stanley 
Williams, H. P. 

Williams, Thomas Webb 
Wingrove, Ernest Lukin 

Wintle, Thomas Gilbert 

Wood, Frederick Albert 

Wood, Francis Cecil 

Wood, Robert Myers 

Woodhouse, Joba 

Woodhouse, Walter Mantell 
Woulfe, Herbert Chandos 

Wright, Malcom William Zoropore 
Wynne, Richard 


Finat EXaMInatIon, 


The following candidates were sucoessfal at the Final Examination held 
on the 8th and 9th of November, 1881:— 


Aitken, Arthar Henry 
Arkooll, Herbert Thomas 
Attenborough, Stanley James 
Austin, William 

Baker, Dick 

Banke, Henry Alfred 

Barker, Edmund 

Barradale, Sidney Thomas 
Barraud, Francis Alban 
Bartlett, Samuel 

Bayley, Thomas 

Beaumont, George Welter Glynn 
Birkbeck, James Braidwood 
Blakesley, William Holmes 
Bonner, George Francis 
Bowes, Richard 

Bowman, Frank 

Brewster, Sturgeon Nunn P. 
Carr, Augustas, B.A. 
Charnley, William Eli 
Clarke, Robert Arnold 
Clements, Edward 
Cockburn, Charles, B.A. 
Uolbeck, Arthar George 
Coles, Harry Horsman 

Colt, George Brace 

Crawley, Robert Francis 
Crawshaw, Simon 

Crick, Haroid 

Crosskey, Cecil 

Cuff, Charles Ernest 
Damant, Charles Samuel 
Dashwood, Robert John 
David, George 

Davidson, Artbur Charles 
Davies, Richard Henry Arlingham 
Davis, Graham James 

Davis, John Richards 
De’Ath, Harry Holmes 
Dickinson, Adolphus Havergal 
Eiloart, Clarence 

Eldridge, Melanthon Zwingle 
Evans, Edward Arthur 
Ferguson, Frederick 

Foster, William Victor 

Fox, Charles Jawes 

Fox, Thomas Merritt 
Francis, Arthur Frederick 
Fraser, Francis John, B.A. 
Freeman, Charles Radford 
Gardner, Edwin . 
Garrard, Samuel Bromle 
George, Frederick 

Godfrey, Edward 

Goodhall, Cecil Newton 
Gover, Charles Sydney 

Gow, Horace Keay 
Greatrex, Bertram 
Greenwood, Edwin 

Griffiths, Llywelyn 

Guthrie, Walter Henrichsen 
Gwynn, Jobn Crowther, jan. 
Hack, Thomas 

Hart, Tasker Peirson 
Harvey, Edwin John 
Haswell, Joho, M.A, 
Hathaway, Charles 

Hayle, Edward Turner 





Hepworth, John Sheldon 

Hey, Colin 

Hill, Samuel Garerd 

Hillman, Arthur Chester 

Hodges, William John 

Holmes, Joseph Honby 

How, William Maynard 

Jackson, Charles John 

Jones, Arthur Symond 

Jones, Edward William 

Jones, George Farewell, B.A. 

Kelsey, Reginald 

Kinch, Frederick 

King, Vere Villiers, B.A. 

Lane, John Charles 

Lear, George 

Lee, Frederick Petrie Nicholas 

Lewis, Thomas 

Looker, Horace Billingsley 

Lowe, Herbert Francis 

McDonnell, James Mark 

Mackenzie, William 

Malpas, 

Marchant, Arthur 

Marrable, Douglas Heron 

Marshall, Charles Henry 

Marshall, Percy Edward 

Mather, James William 

Michell, Arthur Ahmuty 

Midgley, Walter 

Mills, Walter Herbert 

Minor, Philip Scott 

Morgan, Rhys Daniel 

Morse, Edward, B.A. 

Mousir, George 

Nankiwell, Charles Edward 

Nash, Richard Slade 

Naylor, Frank 

Neale, Henry Fitzwilliam 

Nicholson, Alfred 

Nicholson, John Arthur 

Owen, John De Ville 

Park, Robert Allan 

Pettiver, William Henry 

Phillips, William Moreton 

Pitt, William James 

Pollard, James 

Potter, James William 

Potts, Cecil 

Rackbam, Hanworth Edmund Barr 

Ram, Henry Stopford 

Ramsbotham, Edward 

Rayson, William Robert, B.A. 

Reed, Theophilus Maurice 

Relph, Samuel 

tre orl Arthur, B.A 
imiogton, rthur, B.A. 

Rider, Joho Edward Wase 

Robertson, John Russell Thomson, 
B.A. 


Robinson, James Armytage 
Robinson, William Charles Beasly 
Rollason, Arthur Adolphus 
Rothwell, Wilham Henry 
Rylance, William Turner 
Schofield, Thomas Henry 

Scott, Harry 

Shaw, John Mellodew 
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Simmonds, Edwin Dill vilinoe, Philip 
a oe é Labro Warleg John Barker 
tanton, Henry Valentine Labrow 
Steele, Charles Richard Wi Donald Char! 
Stock, Thomas W John Edward 
Stretton, William Richard Webb, Warwick 
Styring, Arthur Mullett Welldon, James Turner, B.A. 
Satcliffe, James Holker Wetherfield, Frederick George M. 
Taylor, David Oburton, B.A. White, Claud Hamilton 
Thomas, Harry Bingham, B.A. Woite, Hen 
Thomas, Richard White, John 


Whittingham, Alired Edwin 
Whittingham, Herbert 
Wild, James Edward 


Macaulay, B.A. 
Tiffen, Joseph Studbolm 
Tootell, Alfred William 





Trehane, John Hony Willders, Thomas Charles 
Trotter, Alexander Winter, Duncan Clerk 
Trotter, Theodore Tylor Withers, William George 
Tyndale, Thomas Nicholson Woosnam, William Wesley 
Upton, John St. Clair Wright, G. Ernest 

Vachell, Beverley Robinson Wright, William 
Waddington, Frederick Sydney Yewdall, John 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


Tuesaday, November 22.—Mr. Bartlett in the chair.—The subject appointed 
for discussion this evening was ‘ That the prosecutions promoted by the 
Charch Association under the Public Worship Regulation and the Charch 
Discipline Acts are impolitic.” Mr, C. E. a the debate in favour 
of the motion, and in the discussioa which followed he was = by 
Messrs. Napier, Lloyd Jones, and Spiers. Messrs. Bilney, dsworthy, 
Todd, Green, and Davies opposed the motion. Mr. Barry having replied, the 
queetion was put to the meeting and decided in the affirmative by the casting 
vote.of the chairman. There were twelve votes in favour of, and eleven against, 
the motion. 

A meeting of this society was held on Tuesday, November 29, Mr. F. J. 
Green being in the chair. Messrs. G. Gorton, B.A., C. J. Davison, W. H. 
Deer, and G. J. Vanderpump were elected members. The question appointed 
for debate was: “ Was the case of Re Goodman's Trust (29 W.R. 586, L. BR. 17 
Ch. D. 266) rightly decided ?” Mr. Kirk opened the question in the affirmative 
and Mr, E. R. Carr followed on the negative side, The discussion was coo- 
tinued by Mr. Napier and Mr, Claremont in the affirmative and by Messrs. 
Sargeant, E. Williams, and C. E. Barry in the negative. The opener having 
replied, the chairman summed up, and the question on being put to the 
meeting was decided in the affirmative by twelve votes to six, The nuaber 
present at the meeting was thirty-two. Next Tuesday, December 6, a debate 
will be held upou the question: ‘Is it desirable to substitute an affirmation 
for the oath in judicial proceedings?” 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY, 


Ata meeting held at Clement’s-inn Hall, on Wednesday, November 16, 
Mr. W. Dowson in the chair, Mr. Brown moved “That the restrictions 
placed by the Statute of Mortmain upon the alienation of land should be 
removed.” Mr. Brown was supported by Mesers. Robinson and Shirley, 
and opposed by Messrs. Mott, Whitehouse, Jenks, Richardson, and Collyer. 
The opener having replied, the chairman summed up, and the motion on 
being put to the meeting was declared lost. Members t, 13 ; visitors, 2. 

A meeting was held at the Law Institution on Monday, November 21, 
Mr. D’A. B. Collyer in the chair, Mr. Jenks moved, “That the ease of 
Debenham v. Mellon (L. R. 6 App.) was rightly decided, and that the law bar, 
by that decision, been placed on a satisfactory footing.” He was opposed by 
Mr, Bartrum, and supported by Messrs. Lomas, wn, and Tillotson. The 
opener baving replied, the chairman’sammed up, and on being put to the 
meeting the motion was declared to be carried mem. con. bers present, 
nine. 

At a meeting held at Clement’s-ion Hall, on November 23, Mr. A. D. Mac- 
laren in the chair, Messrs. L. M. Reed and H. H. Richardson were elected 
members of the society. Mr. Spencer moved the second of his Bill 
to amend the intake, in which he proposed to alter the 
by allowing or compelling a person charged with the commission of any offence 
to give evidence for or against himself; (2) by compelling or allowing the 
husband or wife of any such person to give evidence against or for such per- 
son ; (3) by removing the presumption of coercion in the case of a crime com- 
mitted by a woman in the presence of her husband. Mr. Spence’s motion baviog 
been seconded, was opposed by Mesars. Jenks, Eustace Smith, Parsons, 
and Hamilton, and sup by Mr. Maclaren (who left the chair). Mr, 
Spence replied, and, upon being put to the house, the motion was carried 
a majority of five, On the motion of Mr, Jenks, it was resolved to 
with the consideration of the Bill in committee on Wednesday, the 
December. 


le 


MANCHESTER LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The second meeting of the session of this society was held at the 
Library, Manchester, on Tuesday evening, the 15th a the obair 
occupied by J. W. Addleshaw, Esq. A lecture waa by 
Pankhurst, Esq., LL.D., on “The Amendment of the Law of Bankraptey, 
considered with reference to the Government Bankraptcy Bill.” The 
learned lecturer, in a exhaustive and elaborate lecture, traced the 
history of the Bankraptey Law of England down to the Act of 1869, and 
then dealt with Mr. Chamberlain's Bill with which he in the 
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He, however, offered soggestions upon several points not dealt with in the 
Bill and amendments upon other points. The lecture was discussed by 
several members of the society and the learned chairman offered some terse 
and practical remarks both upon the lecture and the bankraptcy law in 
general. Upon the motion of the cheirman, it was resolved, “ That Dr. 
Pankburst be requested to allow the lecture delivered by him to-night to be 
printed and published, and copies thereof to be sent to Mr. Chamberlain 
and Mr, Attorney and Mr. Solicitor-General.” Dr. Pankburst replied at 
great length to the observations offered on the lecture, and a vote of thanks 
to the lecturer and the chairman brought the progeedings toa cloge. There 
were present nearly forty members, besides mauy friends. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The sixth ordinary meeting of the autumn session of the Birmingham Law 
Students’ Society was held in the Law Library, Bennett’s-hiil, Birmingham, 
on Tuesday, November 22, John Jelf, Esq., in the chair. The following moot 
point was discussed: “ A. mortgages certain property to O. for £100, to be re- 
paid by instalments. B, joins in the mortgage as surety, and, together with 
A., covenants to pay the mortgage debt. A. makes a second mortgage of the 
property to D. A. keeps up the instalments till he has paid £50, when he 
makes defaalt. 3. thereupon continues payment. When £20 only is still 
owing to O., D. claims to redeem the first mortgage upon payment of that 
sum. Js D. upon such payment entitled to possession of the deeds relating to 
the property as against the surcty?”’ The speakers on the affirmative side 
were Messrs, E. C. Rogers, Thursfield, and Coley, and on the negative Messrs. 
Lawden and Saunders. The chairman having summed up, put the question 
to the meeting, when it was decided in the affirmative. A vote of thanks to 
the chairman, concluded the meeting. ; 








SIR GEORGE BRAMWELL. 


Ox Monday last a banquet was given at the Inner Temple Hall by the bar to 
Sir G. Bramwell on his retirement from the bench. There were 250 members 
of the bar and twenty-six judges present, At the close the Attorney-General 
rose to propose the health of Sir George Bramwell. He said Med not 
tell of the performance of his judicial duties, and how much he has con- 
tributed to the store of the unwritten law of England. I had rather tell you 
that we have gathered here to-night to meet an old friend and to convey to 
him how much we valae that old friendship. True, for more than a 
quarter of a century he has fulfilled judicial duties; but yet we have 
ever known that he always wished still to be one of us, and 89 
we, at the bar, felt that, in spirit and sympathy, he still remained 
among us. Bat what we valued most in him was this, that the youngest 
member of the bar ever felt that to him was shown the same sympathy, the 
same kindness which was shown to the ablest and most experienced advocate 
among us. How often have a!l of us had to recognize that when, by force of 
his inexorable logic, he has driven us into that mach-loved dilemmas, he was 
prompt to hold out to us the hand, or, to be more characteristic of him, the 
finger of his friendsbip, in order to extricate us from the difficulty which was 
overwhelming us. We all know, too, when necessity required that he should 
strike en incisive blow with the sharp weapon of his speech, how apt he was 
to lessen the pain of the wound by the covering of an epigram. So we judged 
him, and so the public jadged him too, who felt that his judgments were ever 
tempered with mercy, when he had to deal with errors, or even crimes, which 
sprang from the frailty of our nature. Weknow, too—the public know— 
how severe he was when he had to deal with crimes which sprang 
from cruelty, so that he came to be regarded, as every judge ought 
to be regarded, as the hope of all that suffered and the dread of all 
that do wrong. [ates en eloquent reference to the affection felt by 
the bar for Sir G. Bramwell, the Attorney-General concluded :—] 
I appeal to you, his old sssociates, and to you, his late colleagues, to you 
who have practised before him, to make the assurance certain to him 
by the way in which you receive this toast, and tell him this, that your 
wishes are that he may long continue in life and health of body and mind; 
while we, on the other hand, may feel that while we lose the judge, we are not 
porting with a friend, to whom we heartily wish ‘‘ God-speed”’ for the rest of 

is daya. [Loud and long-continued cheering followed, amid which the 
whole company stood up and drank the toast, which was again followed by con- 
tinued cherring. 

Sir Gzorce Bramwe.t rose to return thanks, and his rising was the 
signal for the utmost enthusiasm. At last, silence being restored, Sir George 
ssid—Mr. Attorney-General, Lord Coleridge, my Lords, and Gentlemen of the 
Bar,—What am I to say iz return for thisunexampled honour? I declare I do 
nut know how to stand up before you—to present myself as deserving of this 
distinguished honour! I assure you it is not only to me a great honour, but 
it hag given me great pleasure, because I see here the bar of England, or a 
Jarge portion of it, eo large as to represent the whole—ani you, the bar of 
England, represented by your head, the Attorney-General—you, the bar of 
Eagland, a body whose good opinion I declare I value more than any other 
body of men io the kingdom—you, who knew me best—you, who had the 
hest opportunities of kaowing me—you have to-night assured we, throngh 
him, and in bis kiod words, that io your jadgment (and I trust it is true) I 
have done my daty to the best of my ability, and that I have done it in such 
& Way a8 to secure your approval. The Attorney-General has been pleased to 
assure me in your name that my conduct has been such as to gain your goodwill), 
end I declare that if I had the choice whether to be a great judge or a good judge 
I should prefer the latter. I have received many letters, some from younger, some 
from older men—all mentioning that on some occasion or other I have been 
kid to them (occasions of which I often had no recollection); but at least I 








can assure you that it has been a labour of love to me to do my best accord. 


had to practise before me. I am afraid I have not always succeeded in k fe 
that even temper which is so desirable in a jrtee. I know I have an 2 
temperamest. I esk pardon of any whom I have offended, and I cam assurg 
them that it has always been a subject of sincere regret to me when I hay 
offended. I cannot but say ond feel that if there be any duty which ought 
to be performed anxiously and carefully it is that of a judge. It is an 
of great dignity ; it is an office the holder of which is invariably treated with 
great kindness and consideration ; it is an office which may well satisfy a high 
ambition ; it is an office, moreover, which gives great opportunity of doi 
good; and, therefore, Iam afraid I must add, of doing harm. But if 4 
jadge will only listen patiently to the causes which come before him, 
and do his best to wnderstand them and decide them rightly, 
then let even the defeated suitor sce and understand that wh 
ever way the cause is decided—and, of course, whichever way it is de 
cided one of them must be disappointed—at all events he has been ; an 
in criminal cases especially, if the party accused is heard impartially and 
with kindlv, and a ferocious sentence does not follow, if, in cases where it is the 
criminal’s first offence, the judge speaks kindly to him, much good may be — 
although often, no doubt, no good may be done, as in a case where, when 
was exhorting the culprit to repent and amend his life, he interrapted me by 
asking ‘‘ How much?” Still, undoubtedly a judge has oppartanities of 
good, and small praise to bim if he so performs his duties ag to do as much 
as he can and display at least the ordinary good qualities of a judge, Ag to a 
ness shown to the bar, of which the Attorney-General has spoken so 
somely, I cannot really understand how it could ever be otherwige. It has been 
said, indeed, that Lethe often rans between the bench and the bar; but, if so, 
it certainly was to me a very narrow stream, and I have always seemed to 
myself as able to mingle with my old friends at the bar as before, and certainly 
there never was any difference in my feelings towards them when on the 
bench from what they were when I wag myself at the bar. And I should 
really that if a judge only wanted to enjoy his office with pleasure to himsel 
the best way would he to try to behave with kindness ard consideration to 
those who came before him. I fake this opportunity of thanking 
ou (such of you as belong to the former generation of the 
i may say) for your invariable kindness to me. I have now been on 
the bench more than a quarter of a century, and I can truly say that during 
that long period I have received nothing but kindness from the bar, a kinda 
which has made my office a pleasure to me and perhaps has helped me to hold 
it so long as E have done. I cannot recall to mind any instance of anpleasant, 
ness, except, indeed, that once a very old and dear friend of mine provoked mg 
so much and made me so angry that I actually threatened to commit him. 
And I remember that on my askiog him afterwards what he would heve dong 
if I had committed bim, he answered promptly, ‘‘ Move for wy own discharge. 
I thank, then, you of the past generation of the bar; but the majority of you 
have come to the bar since F left it, and many of you, indeed, have come into 
existence, I fancy, since then. I take this opportunity also of saying how 
deeply obliged I feel to my late brethren on the bench for accepting the 
invitation to be present here to-night. How glad I am to look back on the 
many years passed with them and with their predecessors on the bench with 
perfect goodwill and without the least unpleasantness. It is ended. It is 
over. I have resigned. I part with my friends at the bar and on the bench. 
I know it is so; I shall not see you as before. I do not lose your friendly 
regard, but I shall not see you as I have been so long in the habit of eeei 
you. Itissad! But I was obliged—not indeed that I am worn out, ¢ 
if I was so I should be the last perhaps to see it; but I am sorry to part with you 
all. But in my recollections during the remainder of my life I eball have no 
thoughts so pleasant, so agreeable to me, as the recollection of this evening— 
of your kindness and goodwill towards me. [Sir George sat down amid the 
most enthusiastic cheering. ]} 


ing to my ability, and to do it in such a way as to be acceptable to those rg 3 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


NOTICE TO SOLICITORS, 


The cause books are not, on any pretext whatever, to be removed from 
room No. 136, except under the custody of an official. 

Solicitors desiring to enter causes are to bring the necessary papers 
to one of the orders of course clerks, Room No. 138, who will enter them 
on proper forms, and the cause books are not, for this purpose, to be 
taken into the orders of course room, 

If it is desired to mark a cause ‘‘ short” at the same time that it is set 
down, this will be done by the orders of course clerk on the production 
of the proper certificate and consent, but in all other cases the cause 
clerks will mark the ¢ause books, and they will also note in them all 
abatements, consents, orders postponing the hearing, &e. 

No cause, &c., whieu has been in the papor, or is within twelve of the 
last cause in the paper, is to be marked to stand over by consent. The 
name of the judge and the number in the cause books must be marked 
on all consents left with the cause clerks. H. Laruam, Registrar. 

Ohancery Registrars’ Office, December 1. 





CHANCERY REGISTRAR’S OFFICE, 


Vice-Chancellor Hall’s Book having been inpoepele removed during Me 
been 


past week, any person who is able to give any information which 
its recovery, or to adiscovery of the circumstances under which it has 
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removed from this office, is requested to communicate with Mr, Gloster or Mr, 

oll. 
ree great inconvenience and expense has been caused by its abstraction, it is 
hoped that all solicitors and solicitors’ clerks will assist the officials in their 
endeavour to guard against » repetition of euch an act of misconduct, 
especially as it will be mecessary, should any of the cause bouks again be 
removed, to curtail the present facilities of publie ~ to them. 

Dated, November 29, H. Laraam, Registrar. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


We are authorized to state that th the Sheriff of Newoastle-upon-Tyne, 

homas George Gibsov, Hsg.) has appointed Mr. Joun ArxtNson (of the 

mof Stanton & Atkinson), solicitor, ae hie lader-Sheriff for the eneuing 
year. 

Sir Jonw George heves, barriater, has been appointed a Puigne Jadge 
of the Sapreme Coort of the colony of New South Wales. Sie J. Innes was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1869, having in the 

as May obtained a firat-clags certificate of honour. He is ¢ member 

of the New South Wales Legislative Assembly, and bas held the office of 
Bakaly, hae He received the honour knighthood in 1874 in reeog- 
x his services in connection with the annexation of the colony of 

1, 

Mr. ALFRED Oxnarp SaitH, solicitor, of Darham, bas been appointed a 
Magistrate for thet city. Mr. Smith waa admitted @ solicitor in 1873, and 
is in partnership with Mr. John Watson, the registrar of the Darbam 
County Court. is acting uoder-sheriff for the county of Darham, and 
he has been mayor of the city. 

Mr. James Hawortu, solicitor (of the firm of Haworth & Broughton), of 
Accrington and Burolev, has been appointed a Commissioner to adqinister 
Oaths in the Supreme Coart of Judicature. 

Mr, Cuagces Tunwer, solicitor, of Cambridge, has been appointed Olerk 
to the Cumbridge Board of Guardians, Assessment Comnittee, and Rural 
Sazitary Authority. Mr. Turner was admitted a solicitor in 1876, and is 
clerk to the magistrates for the Bottisham Division of Cambridgeshire. 

Mr. Cuarugs Aurrep Cooxson, barrister, has been created a Civil Oom- 
panion of the Order of the Bath. Mr. Cookson was educated at Oriel College, 
Oxford, where he held Dean Ireland’s Exhibition, and gradaated second class 
in classies i in 1852. He was called to the bar at the loner Temple in Hilary 
Term, 1867, and is a brother of Mr. Montague Cookson, Q.0. He was, in 
1874, appointed consul at Alexandria and judge of the British Chief Consular 
Cours for Egypt. The services rendered by Mr. Oookson during the recent 
military émeute at Cairo will be within public recollection. 

Mr. Gorge Putuippo, Chief Justice of Gibraltar, who has been appointed 
Chief Justice of Hong Kong, in succession to Sir John Smale, resigned, was 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Hilary Term, 1862, where he 
obtained a first-class certificate of honour. He was appointed Chief Justice of 
Gibraltar in 1579. 

Mr. Faepertck Witttam Brvviz, solicitor (of the firm of Phelps, 
Sidgwick, & Biddle), of 18, Gresham-street, London and Lanherne. the 
Avenue, Beckenham, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Osths 
in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 





DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 

Norra Surriper, ALFRED Hewry Hont, and Rosgat Lrorp WittiaMs, 
solicitors, Romford and Gray’s Thurrock, Essex, and Nos, 42 and 43, Lombard- 
street, London. September 29. The practice will henceforth be condusted 
by the said Alfred Henry Hunt and Robert Lloyd Williams. 

[ Gazette, Nov. 25, 1881.] 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jomr Srock OComPaniss. 
Liurrep In ORANOERY. 


Haran Mase INBRAL Name ¢ Cysprs Luoarrep. Pp ong: for winding up, 

— ov 3: 2, divested to be h before bhitty, J d., on Dec 3, Lindo Co, 
Bagatn han for the poh vn 

tasrameen' Shhow ASSURANCE ee Lrrrgp — J., has, by an order dated Sept 


James Cooper, + Dalemnep at b 


1! 
Heuikeeor “Grditors are Feairg or before 31, to send their names and 
edargeena, their debts or claims, to ae above. Thursday, 
mn 12, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating w a claims. 
Liperqa ee, AND AM pag ll Company, dane sor ieatuage ant up, 
nee to be os aie on Co, 
it. Clement’s 3 Homes, Clement’s Sotieias tor for the 
— oe en par mew hy arene, Lares bs ay! oe by Casey. 
+, dated Nov 12, it was ordered company wound . 
Cannon st, solicitors for the petitioners WP Gazette, Nov. 35.] 


G, H. Froop anp Company, RD.—By an order d., on Friday Nov 
18, the company was We Gcena up. Clarke Lag Bits ek inn fields, 


ImMpgriau roe kbenaes hea Liuirep- 
13, James Cooper, 3, Coleman st bi ry Te themoe 


Norra Wavas CarrtaGe AND Wisor yar has, 


dated Sept 


be official 


send their namea and 


pe Se Seomes, a gs —_ — C., one bso 


uired, 
of their debts 9 fene 
hearing and adj 
Yorxsuire age Comsanee 2D.— 


cansnee J any! wh ct tee Be mete » J., dated Nov 
Gs omen an, itr or tnt poutionae ee 
Ssverrna Ba 


fered Nay a ny Sh dreled parere et eetadl tact ee sae estate 


County Panatmns or Lancagzee. 
saceee se 1s OmANcERY. 


Dad Ringe al 
Oswustry Coit soe Deeet eee Mae 


ov 2% directed to be heard before Bristowe, V.C.. Eo aoe 


Ambier, Birkenhead, solicitor for 
Gupantan PgrMaNEnt Bawevir Senaste Eenees pm Rees 
V.C., it was orderéd that the society be wound neste ree By 


solicitors for the itioner 
MancueEstgr anv Country ast ee Cowes, Liao. —Crediors 
or before Dec ee wane 


debts or claims, to 
at offices of neqaneeh, i epgeanich Ses belie 


the Sasiel 
Prrenpi¥ Socrerres Dissot: 
Rochdale, 


debts and claims. 
Moss Ross Loves, Railway Inn, Lancaster. Nov 38 





and the 


[Gasette, Nov. 20. 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


€REDIFORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 
Frets, Epwix, Huddersfield, Cotton Doubler, Dec 6. Firth v Firth, Chitty, J. Jolin. 
son, Huddersfield 
Jounson, Exema, Bameralda of Pomeeeiatt, Dec 3. Ashton v Matthews, Hogg v 


Johnson, Chitty, J Huntle 
Mantey, Gzorer, Wrexham, Benign, i Hotel Proprietor. Dec 5. Williamsev Jones, 
Bacon, V.C. Hughes, Wrex! 
Taxtor, Witu1AM, Liverpool; Warehouse Keeper. Dec 13. Pemberton v Taylor, Chitty, 
J. Mason, Liverpool 
Trugtovs, MicHaxt, Rye lane, Licensed Victualler. Dec 15. Truelove v 
Carter, Chitty, J. Lee, New inn, 
fF Gazette, Nov. 11.} 
— bag Age, She Engineer. Dec 15. Barker v Barker, Hall, V.C. 
Bures, JAMES Donan, Henstridge, Somerset, Gentleman, and Jonx Loreuss, exor, 
jo ian ng Dec 19. Gillard v Lawrenson, Hall, V.0. Trevanion, Poole ; Bartlett, 
Dysr, Hannan, Witham. Dec3l. Dyer v Tattershall, Fry, J. Peace, Grocers’ Hall 


ct, Poul 
Hoxpsr, WiitraM, Stowe, Salop, Farmer. Dec 15. Holder v Phillips, Hall, V.0. 
Gibbs Llewellyn, Newport 


Howes, Mary Ann, ‘Linden grove, Peckham. Dec 3. Chabot v Chabot, Bacon, V.C. 
Wi Trinity sq, Southwark 
Joxcx, Joux, Wimborne, Dorset, Pawnbroker. Dec 14. Joyce v Joyce, Chitty, J. 


nee Mure, George green, Cab Proprietor. Deo 8. Prooter 

ITCHEN, Mary, st, ¥ 

V. V.C. Brunskill, Gt James st, <, Bedford row — 
er eo bn House, Crouch hill. Dec 16. Robinson vy Robinson, Fry, 

row 
Roriey, Groner, Queen st, Soho. Nov 30, Rutley v Rutley, Hall, V.C. Shiers, 
Burleigh st, Strand 

Tuomas, Ricnarp, Kimberley Mines, South Africa. Mari. Thomas v Trahair, Fry, 
J. T all, Penzance 


VaLLancs, Henry be oo Hanover ter, Regent’s park, Esq. Dec 21. Vallance 
v Blagden, Hall, V.C. Stone, Fenchurch avenue, Lime st 
(Gazette, Nov. 16.] 
, Picture Dealer. Dec 31. MHollender v 
Lincoln's fan fields 
NEwMay, ow Moos, Bedminster, Bristol, Cabinet Maker. Deo 230. Newman y 
Jaques, Chitty, J. Wasbrough, Bristol 
Ping Gaon Aiyrtie st, Hoxton, Gent. Dec 20. Bodell v Pike, Chitty, J. Villiers, 


Eyzrarp, Prospze Leorotp, Bedford 
Hollender, Chitty, J. 


Routnson, Gasahs Jauns, Meatphocesiany, Gent. Dec 15. Bamlett y Robinson, 
Chitty J. Watson, Stockton-on-' 
Span Hptac, Wedugabury, Staifon 
Vv 
Lowianhall, Lincoln, Parmer. Dec 20. Trimnell 
v Shaw, Chitty, ye 
Wares, Tomas ‘Basa Tad. Goragon Major a HX in H.M.’s Army, Dec 31. 
Wright v Gale, wally vO c Hepburn, 


. 1, Coal Masia. Dec 15, Birmingham and Midland 
TRIMNELL, JonN es 
wen ase NI 
Arxrwsoy Jens, a Hewentieee Sree Gent. Deo 30, 


Chitty, i. ewcastle-on- 
Keane, barca, ineolne inn fields, Dee 31, Furber v Keane, Pry, J. Storry, 
Lincoln’s inn 


a ew on Licensed Victualler. Dee 23. Lemon v White, Fry, 

junps, 

Prytt, Rarpanuce, Berners st, Oxford st, Picture Dealer, Dec 28. Marolda v Sciaretta, 

Tkin, Lincoln's inn fields 

Provss, Saran Any, Pall Mall. Baas Dunville and Co, Limited, ¥ Hicks, Bacon, 
V.C, Arnold, Wellington at, § 

Rosg, Sir Witttam ANDERSON, ae ences st, Merchant. Jan 3. Rose v Rose, 
Chitty, J. Rose, Salisbury st, 

(Gazette, Nov 23.) 
Bue, Grong, Nottingham, Solicitor. Deo 31, Marshall v Belk, Chitty, J. Travell, 
brows, RANORS ANN, ere Stave Brown, Westbury, Wilts. Doo $1. Pothe- 
ttle, Chitty, J. inn fields 

ptr dy Maneaaes, Gasrel wa, Acton. Dec 3 Wise y Burgess, Chitty, J. Jarvis, 
Lincoln's ine flelda 

Burton, Groner, Dirtcar, nr Wakefield, Farmer, Dec 31, Burton ¥ Burton, Fry, J. 
Burton, Wakefield 


es Jamas, Haymarket, igo Tepe A hs agg 
Assurance Association v voy he Chitty, Portman 
Luxmoons, Joux corer irs, Sapna, Or v Nainby, Obitay, J. 


ovtess Sits tua on aea Deo 37, Fairbura ¥ 


me a ory te 





Paar eee rotted: cece telote Dei Bt, ve hh 
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Rarwewr. Extzapgra, Pleshey, Essex. Jan2. Rayment v Dowsett, Chitty,J. Bruty, 
Tokenhouse 
(Gazette, Nov. 25.] 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 25. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


Awprrw, Joux, Whitby, York, Confectioner. Jan 31. Gray and Pannett, Whitby 

Aneeeal Wri1am, Billingborough, Lincoln, Blacksmith. Dec3l. Wiles and Smith, 
Horbling 

Botror, Harrrert, Kingston-upon-Hull. Dec 14. Wilson and Son, Hull 

Bows, Susan, Weston-super-Mare. Feb 16, Slade, jun, New ct, Lincoln’s inn 

ee Wit.14M, Notting hill terr, Lieut.-General. Dec 31. Bowlings and Co, Essex 
st, Strand 

Criarxson, Evans Comerrorp, Paper bldgs, Temple,Q.C. Dec 31. Clarksonand Co, 
Carter lane, Doctors’ commons 

Downer, Groner, New Brentford, Coachbuilder. Dec 22. Ruston and Co, Brentford 

Drarer, Atrrep, Croydon, Hatter. Jani. Street, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Govrrrer, Rev. Francis Bonaventure, Newnham-on-Severn, Gloucester. Dec 20. 
Willoughby and Winch, Lancaster pl, Strand 

Hatuer.er, the Right Hon. Lord, Gt George st, Westminster. Dec 31, Field and Co, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Krxe, Hewry, Abinger, Surrey. Hart and Co, Dorking 

Lams, Joun, Barnard Castle, Durham, Gent. Dec 15. Watson, Barnard Castle 

Mou.user, Wii11aM, Shenley, Hertford, Esq. Jan1. Simpson and Co, Moorgate st 

Parsowace, Jonn, Glazebrook, Lancaster, Farmer. Dec 19. Taylor and Sons, Bolton 

Sawxprrs, Awn, Hornsey rd. Dec 31. Brown and Sons, Finsbury pavement 

Sanpers, James, Beaufort st, Chelsea. Dec 31 Brown and Sons, Finsbury pavement 

Suvrz, Jonx, Totnes, Devon, Cordwainer. Dec17. Presswell and Son, Totnes 

Srivexsrpzs, Wii11aM, Riccall, York, Farmer. Janl. Gray, York 

Smuirz, Dr. Cuar:zs, Sheffield. Dec 31. Smith and Son, Sheffield 

a James, Droxford, Southampton, Cordwainer. Jan 20. Hewitt, Bishop’s 

am 

Sure, Repscca, Sheffield. Dec 23. Smith and Co, Sheffield 

Tomas, Writ1am, Wooburn, Buckingham, Paper Manufacturer. Dec 19. Clarke, 
High Wycombe 

Varizy, Jonny, Over Darwen, Lancaster, Warehouseman. Nov 30. Hindle, Over 

en 

Warxins, Joux, White Castle, Monmouth, Shoemaker. Janll. Baker, Abergavenny 

Witttams, Mary Ann Exvtzazeta, Alma st, New Northrd. Dec 25. Waller and Son, 
Duke st, Adelphi 

Youreuuszanp, WitttAM OGiE Grey, College Villas, Belsize park, Barrister-at-Law. 
Dec 31. Roy and Cartwright, Lcthbury (Gazette, Nov. 22.] 





e 


COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 





Date. — Thon! ¥. O. Bacon. V. CO. Hatt. 
Monday, Dec........0..+. 5 Mr. Latham Mr. Farrer Mr. Cobby 
TOOT cc vcccvcccuccsse-.6 Leach Teesdale Jackson 
Wednesday....sssessee0. 7 Latham Farrer Cobby 
Thureday  secsccce.sc000 8 Leach Teesdale Jackson 
PuGAGy cocsescccsvcceses 9 Latham Farrer Cobby 
Saturday....scccsssscese 10 Leach Teesdale Jackson 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Fry Kay. Cuirry. 
Monday, Dec........+00-. 5 Mr. Koe Mr. Pemberton Mr. King 
SE -Hacheem pacpoos © Clowes Ward Merivale 
Wednesday.........0000. 7 Koe Pemberton King 
ce | Clowes Ward Merivale 
Friday ...cccscccceve.. 9 Koe Pemberton King 
EE | Clowes Ward Merivale 








At the Stock and Share Auction Company’s sale, held on Friday last, at 
their sale-room, Crown-court-buildings, Old Broad-street, the following were 
amongst the prices obtained -—French Date Coffee £1 shares, 15s. paid, 
12s. 6d.; Cape of Good Hope Diamond Mining £5 ehares, 43; Junior 
Army and Navy Stores £100 Debenture Bonde, 72 per cent.; Tresavean 
Mines £1 shares, 10+., paid, par; Silver Peak Mining £1 shares, 
fully paid, Jis. 6d.; New Zealand Kapanga Gold Mines shares, 
7s. 8d. ; Spanish Three per Cents. 28f; % Call of Spanish Three 
per Cents at 29; and other miscellaneous securities fetched fair prices. 
On Tuesday the following were amongst the prices obtained :—Indian 
Zoedone Compsny shares, 10s. paid, 2s. 6d.; Sovereign Life Assurance Com- 
pany shares, 20s.; Pioneer Mining shares, 13s. 6d.; East Wheal Rose £1 
shares, 7s. 6d. paid, 5s.; Indian Consolidated Gold Mines £1 shares, 11s. ; 
Capital Fire and Life Assurance Company £1 shares, 6s.; Haven Gold Min- 
ing, 15s. paid, 4s. ; Cooper, Box, & Company, £5 shares, £4 10s. ; Investors 
Co-operative Society, £1 A shares, 15s, 64.; Great Southern Mysore Gold Min- 
ing £1 sbares, 7s. ; amongst other securities Turks 71, Spanish 3 per cents., 
Egyptian Preferences, Brighton Deferred, Metropolitan District, Reading New 
Confederate Bonds, Rio Tinto, Indian Trevelyans, Glenrock, Phoenix, and 
Rhodes Reefs were dealt in at market prices, 





Pea ioe OF ENSUING WEEK. 

.— Messrs. Denenusam, Tewson, Faumen, & Bripcewarer, at the Mart 
at 2 p.m., Freehold and Leasehold Properties, Ground Rents, &. (see elvatien. 
Fee ys us o PpP- af. 

esers. C. UC, & T. Moons, at the Mart, at 1 for 2 p.m., F; 1d 
Leasehold Estates juneemstiomee: t, this week, p.4 4 eee ere: 
Dec 8.—Mesers. Nonton, Tatst, Watney, & Co., at the Mart, at 2 p-m., Free- 
hold and Leasebold Properties (sec advertisement, Nov. 12, p. 18). 


War Boer Gis?—Adopt Chappuis’ Reflectors. Th le in daytime, and 
remete health, ont and Sas -. aa in great i pi my oa 

ress two stamps to (8. J.) C i Manufacturer, 
@, Fiest atrect, Lonton—{Anvs.. ee ” : 
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Bankrupts. 
Fraipay, Nov 25, 1881. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their fs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Dec 6 at 11.30 


Esses,M _, Brondesbury villas, Kilburn. Pet Nov 23. Brougham. 


Harris, George, Bonham rd, Brixton rise, Commercial Clerk. Pet Nov 23. Brougham, * 


Dec 6 at 12 
Paxton, George, Gloucester rd, Regent’s park. Pet Nov 23. Hazlitt. Dec 7 at 11 
Rivolta, John Ledbrooke, Southampton st, Bloomsbury, Solicitor, Pet Nov 22. Murray, 


Dec 7 at 2 

Sharp, Arthur William, Chepstow villas, Bayswater, Artist. Pet Nov2l. Pepys. Dec 
7 at 12.30 

Witherby, Francis, Warnford court, Throgmorton st, Stock and Share Broker. Pet 
Nov 21. Pepys. Dec 7 at 1 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Burt, Walter, Cromer, Norfolk, Schoolmaster. Pet Nov 17. Cooke. Norwich, Dec 3 

at 12 


Evans, Peter, Liverpool, Engineer. Pet Nov 21. Bellringer. Liverpool, Dec 7 at 12 
Scowcroft, John Simpson, Deane, nr Bolton, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 23, 
Holden. Bolton, Dec 8 at 11 


Tait, John, Blyth, Northumberland, Patent Fuel Manufacturer. PetNov18. Ingledew, — 


Newcastle, Dec 5 at 11 
Theakston, Alfred, Sutton, Surrey, Grocer. Pet Nov 19. Rowland. Croydon, Dec9 
at 11 


on ~<aeg Curston, Wem, Salop, Grocer. Pet Nov 21. Peele. Shrewsbury, 
at 1 
Westcott, Simon, Basingstoke, Hants, Surveyor. Pet Nov 16. Godwin. Winchester, 


Dec 7 at 11 
Turspay, Nov. 29, 1881. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Carnac,J  Rivett, Cromwell rd, Kensington. Pet Nov 25. Pepys. Dec9 at 11 
Morgan, Edwin, Three Crown sq, Borough, Hop Merchant. Pet Nov 24, Hazlitt. 
Dec 14 at 12 


Palmer, J mene Borough High st, Auctioneer. Pet Noy 24. Hazlitt. Dec 14at12 
Windsor, William Gibson, St. John’s terr, East Dulwich, Builder. Pet Nov 25. Pepys, 


Dec 14 at 12.30 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Cloud, John, Monmouth, Market Gardener. Pet Nov 24. Davis. Newport, Dec12at12 
Evans, Robert, Cathays, nr Cardiff, Victualler. Pet Nov 23. Langley. Cardiff, Dec 
12 at 10.30 
oe — Ramsgate, Hotel Proprietor. Pet Nov 25. Furley. Canterbury, 
c 16 at 
Hustler, Richard, Coleford, Gloucester, Gent. Pet Nov 25. Davis. Newport, Dec 13 
at 12 


Knight, John, Bradford, Merchant. Pet Nov 25. Lee. Bradford, Dec 13 at 12 
Mitchell, John, Huddersfield, Oil Merchant. Pet Nov 24. Jones. Huddersfield, Dec 
15 at 11 
Newman. Charles Wright, Southtown, Suffolk, Builder. Pet Nov 25. Worlledge. 
Great Yarmouth, Dec 14 at 11 
Pet Nov 22. Rankin. 


Shoebridge, George, Sowerby Bridge, York, Pawnbroker. 
Halifax, Dec 12 at 11 

Wilkinson, John, Kettlewell, York, Farmer. Pet Nov 24. Lee. Bradford, Dec 13 at12 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 


Faupay, Nov. 25, 1881. 
Thompson, William, Horsforth, York, Butcher. Nov 23 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpay, Nov. 25, 1881. 


Abrahams, James Hunt, Salisbury, Clothier. Nov 30 at 3 at offices of Josolyne and Co, 
King st, Cheapside. Hodding, Salisbury 
Ay Arthur, New Swindon, Wilts, Clerk. Dec 9 at 12,30 at offices of Simmonsand Co, 
aut 


Arthur, Charles, Holywell, Alnwick, Northumberland, Farmer. Dec 12 at 10.30 at office 
of Forster and Paynter, Alnwick 

rey — Bolton, Innkeeper. Dec 12 at 3 at Bolton Sale Rooms, Bolton. Hulton 
and Co, ton 

Backhouse, Henry Mawson, and Hamor Backhouse, Bacup, nr Leeds, Maltsters. Dec? 
at 12 at offices of Rooke and Midgley, White Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 

Deninpiowins, High Bentham, York, Grocer. Dec 7 at 1 at Royal Oak Hotel, High 
Bentham. Thompson, High Bentham 

Barton, Henry, Haltwhistle, Northumberland, Innkeeper. Dec 10 at 2 at Bush Hotel, 
Carlisle Carrick and Co, Brampton 

Baynes, Thomas, Lamb st, Spitalfields Market, Fruit Salesman. Dec 15 at 3 at offices 
of Lewis, Wilmington sq 

Bearcock, George, Stow Bridge, Norfolk, Wheelwright. Dec 8 at 10 at office of Coulton 
and Son, Atheneum, King’s Lynn 

Beaumont, John, Pressland ter, Harrow rd, General Draper. Nov 26 at 11 at Bull 
Tavern, Holborn. Hyett, Manchester st, King’s Cross 

Beynon, Thomas, Narberth, Pembroke, Coach Buider. Dec 10 at 11 at offices of Las- 
celles, Narberth, Pembrokeshire 

Birch, Willian, Hulme, Manchester, Baker. Dec 8at3 at offices of Heath and Sons, 
Swan st, Manchester 

Bloor, Thomas Critchlow, Stanton, Ashborne, Stafford, Brewer’s Agent. Dec 6 at 11 at 
69, Stockwell st, Leek, Stafford. Redfern, Leek 

Boon, Charles, Bristol, Builder. Dec 9 at 11 at offices of Saliebury, Broad st, Bristol 

Boulton, George, Burton-on-Trent, Beerhouse Keeper. Dec 9 at 11 at offices of Wilson, 
Station st, Burton-on-Trent 

Brazier, Donald Bernard, Wolverhampton, Bicycle Manufacturer. Dec 19 at 11 at offices 
of London, King st, Wolverhampton 

Brooks, Cecil Cunningham, Catherine st, Strand, Printer, Dec 10 at 2 at offices of 
Crowdy and Co, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st 

Brooks, 7 Charles, Staines, Grocer. Dec 8 at 3 at offices of Cook and Smith, 
Adelaide bldgs, London bridge. Duffield and Bruty, Tokenhouse yd 

Brown, Henry, mpton, Fishmonger. Dec 5 at 3 at offices of Harlow, South- 
ampton bldgs, Chancery lane, Shutte, re 2 oo 

Browne, Charles Frederick, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Fancy Draper. Dec 13 at 2 at offices 

Badden, Froterick Alston, Bridport, Dorset, Grocers, 
udden, port, Dorset, Grocer’s Assistant. Dec 1 at 2 at offices 
of Lock, High West st, Dorchester 

Burnett, Charles Cade, West Hartlepool, Durham, Fruiterer. Dec 7 at 11 at offices of 
Simpson, Church st, West ee 

Butler, Robert Joseph, Walton, Liverpool, Cab Proprietor. Deo 12 at 2 at offices of 

uty, Lor verpoo 

Cain, Edward James, Gt Guildford st, Southwark st, Licensed Victualler. Dec 9 at 10 
at offices of Howard and Co, New Bridge st 

Campbell, Ewen Alexander, Birmingham, Draper. Dec 8 at 3 at offices of Buller and 
gy a hill, — ham 

Carr, John, ngton, x, Licensed Hawker, Dec 8 at 4 at offices of Jones and 
Son, Townhall chmbrs, Colchester 
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——— 

Dance cic Milliner. Dec 9 at3 at offices of Richards, Weekday Powe, Welter Bawesh, ent Bileabat tem , Swansea, Wholesale and Retail 

ee, nom : @ Manufacturer. Dec 5 at 3 at offices of Evans and Davies, Wind st, Swansea 

Coben, Morris, Chatham, Ken Oil and Colorand Hardware Man. Dec l4at 3 at the weet 7 D’Archy, Essex, Farmer. Dec 8 at 11 at offices of Crick and 
man, 


's Head Hotel, High st, ster, Kent. Shakes , Newgate st 
Hn dy Wiiliam, Pontefract, York, Farmer. Dec9 at 11 at offices of Leatham, Corn 
Market, Pontefract. Baldwin, Pontefract 
Cowie, David, Leadenhall st, Accountant. Dec 2 at 12 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham 
st. Rawlins, Poultry chmbrs 
eer Themes, Liverpool, Book-keeper. Dec 17 at 3 at offices of Lowe, Mount Pleasant, 


Bh Bemuel George, Bristol, out of business. Dec 5 at 2 at offices of Clifton and Co, 
Ss 


Demetrius, Anatasius, Fish st hill, Tobaconist. Dec 12 at 2 at offices of Taylor and Co, 
Sastropolitan chmbrs, New Broad st 
Dec 1 at 2.30 at offices of Lock, 


Draper, Emmanuel Guppy, Bridport, Dorset, Grocer. 
High West st, Dorcheste 

Draper, George, Devizes, Wilts, Fishmonger. Dec 7 at 11 at the Crown Hotel, Devizes. 
Marshall, Devizes 

Driver, Thomas Arthur, Leicester, Money Lender. Dec 16 at 3 at offices of Wright, 
Belvoir st, Leicester 

Duly, Charles Thomas, Burgess hill, Sussex, Grocer. Dec 14 at 4 at Old Ship Hotel, 

hton. Baxter, Lewes 
Elder, Samuel, Oxford st, Manchester, Draper. Dec 8 at3 at offices of Sutton and 


Elliott, Fountain st, Manchester 
Evans, John. Plas Coedana, Anglesey, Farmer. Dec 9 at 1.30 at Ship Hotel, Llangefni. 


Dew, Anglesey 

Evans, — ne Montgomery, Farmer. Dec 12 at 11 at offices of Powell, 
Broad st, N 

Evans, William, Dolgelly, Merioneth, Boot Maker. Dec 14 at 11 at offices of Davies, 
Dolgelly 

Poisingham, Henry, Nottingham, Looking Glass Manhfacturer. Dec 2 at 3 at offices of 


Stevenson, Weekday cross, Nottingham 3 
Finch, Jacob, Charleton, Devon, Farmer. Dec 9 at 2 at King’s Arms Hotel, Kings- 
bridge. Windeatt and Windeatt 
Fryer, Alfred, Chatteris, Nurseryman, Dec 8 at 12 at offices of Ruston, Chatteris, Cam- 


bridge 

pry ————- Henry, Devonport, Wholesale Grocer. Dec 2 at 12 at offices of Venning 

dsmith, Ker st, Devonport 
aad a Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Corn Dealer. 
Co, Westgate rd, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

nade, John, Reepham, Norfolk, Licensed Victualler. Dec 8 at 11 at King’s Arms 
Hotel, Ree} pham, Norfolk, Clabburn Norwich 

Gledhill, Joseph, Deity Boros near Huddersfield, Brick and Tile Manufacturer. Dec 
12 at 11 at offices of itley and Whitley, New st, Huddersfield 

Dec 10 at 11,30 at 


Gowland, Philip, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, 
Royal Hotel, Hi Op st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Graham, Ro’ pperby, Cumberland, Blacksmith. Dec 7 at 3 at offices of Clutter- 
buck and avons, Bauk chmbrs, Bank st, Carlisle 

Hale, —_ Aspull, Wigan, Iron Manufacturer. Dec7 at 3 at Victoria Hotel, Wall- 


Dec 7 at 1 at offices of Hoyle and 


Licensed Victualler. 


gate, tand Ellis, Wigan 

Hales, Edward, jun., Horley, Surrey, ne Agent. Dec 13 at 2 at offices of 
Watne and Uo, Clement's lane, Lombard st 

ug ort tas Penygloddfa, oupenery, Grocer. Dec 8 at 12.20 at Rank, Newtown, 


—. Alfred, he eco Publican. Dec 7 at 12 at offices of Champney, College ct, 

oucester 

Harris, Solomon, Henry st, Hampstead rd. Dec 15 at 3 at offices of Bridger, Botolph 
lane, Eastch -~ 

Healey, Thomas Sheard, Hanging Heaton, York, Commission Agent. Dec 12 ut 10.30 at 
office of Truewell, Bank chbrs, Commercial st, Batley. Parker 

Hewitt, Mark Thowas, Lee, Carman. Nov 30 at "12 at offices of ee Eastcheap 

gn — Crewe, Chester, Auctioneer. Dec 7 at 2 at office of Warburton, Nantwich 

Howarth, Joseph, Cheetham, nr Manchester, Furniture Broker. Dec 12 at 3 at office 
of Leigh, Brown st, Manchester 

pes, John, Welshpool, Montgomery, Grocer. Dec 16 at 12 at offices of Jones, 


Humphis, Danio, Cheltenham, Water Engineer. Dec 8 at 12at Red Lion Inn, High 

st, Cheltenham 

—— Ann, "Temes out of business. Dec 9 at 3 at offices of Quinn and Sons, Lord 
t, Liverpoo 

arden, Henry Jacob, ——— rd, St John’s Wood, Gent. Dec 8 at3 at office of Col- 
lings, Buckingham st, Strand 

Kenyon, William Thomas, Wii an, Auctioneer’s Clerk. Dec 12at il at offices of Healy 
Acresfield, Bolton, Wall, Clarence chbrs, Wallgate 


Kerry, William, Bridge st, Foe ng Corn, Cake, and Flour Dealer, Dec 13 at 2 at offices 
of Moody, Corn Marset, Derby 
Laver, Charles, Winchester, Hents, Provision Merchant, Dec 12 at 3 at the Royal 


Hotel, Winchester. A Winchester 
law, Thomas, John Law, istrick Law, and George Law, Card Manufacturers, 
Brunswick Mills Sa rae York. Dec 5 at 11 at offices of Watson and Co, Cheap- 


side, Bradford, 

Lindley, Henry, Doncaster. York, Plumber. Dec §& at 11 at offices of Verity and Co, 
Frenchgate, Doncaster 

Littlehales, Richard, Hanwood, Salop, Grocer. Dec 8 at 11 at offices of Morris, Swan 
hill, Shrewsbury 

Maxwell, John, South Harting, Sussex, Builder. 


Dec 8 at 2 at the Dolphin Hotel, 
Petersfield, Hants. Walker and Co, Land: port 
—o Henry James, Wolverhampton, Music Publisher, 


Dec 8 at 11 at offices of 
ones ueen st, Wolverhampton 
Morgan, n, Baker st, Islington, Coach Builder. Dec 9 at 3 at offices of Lamb, South- 
= ton bldgs, Chancery lane 
ndwin' Crewe, Oke re Shoemaker. Dec 6 at 11 at Albert chmbrs, Church side, 
rene Pointon, Cre 
Thomas, Button, Lancaster, Labourer. Dec 13 at 11 at offices of Massey, 
Ene vo St Helen‘s 
—e Portsmouth, Circus Proprietor. Dec 8 at 2 at offices of 
son Poway a st, Strand 
Nichols, Joseph, Dewsbury, Lg Innkeeper. Dec 9 at 10,30 at offices of Ridgway and 
sdareay, nion ved Dewsbu: 
Wiltfam, Blackheath, Ro oy fog Stafford, Fruiterer’s Labourer. Deo 7 at 3 
at offices of drokes ‘and Hoo Dudley 
O'Keeffe, Annie Sophia, and am, Undercliffe, Bradford, Boot Dealers. Dec 
7 at 3 at offices of Peel and Co, oe lane, Bradford 
ie a Nae rt, Hanley, Stafford, Fruiterer. Dec 7 at 11 at offices of Ashmall, 
at, 
ee Hastings, Shoemaker. Dec 2 at 12 at offices of Savery, Trinity st, 
e William John, Canterbury, Coal Merchant. Dec 16 at 3 at Foresters’ Hall, High 
Canterbury, Collard, Canve ok, 
Pealing, mt » Heygate st, Wal Compositor. Dec 8 at 2 at offices of Armstrong, 
boven John, Yeovil, 8 Grocer. Dec 13 at 2 at 177, Fleet st. Bollen, ye oh 
Perry ‘rnai, Walsall, Stirrup Filer, Deo 16 at 12 at offices of Baker, Bridge street, 


Phelany ‘Thon Thomas, Dtokwalt’ Ousepecas Wholesale Watch Importer. Deo 3 at 11 at offices of 
Pitt, Williare, Mind, ‘Yor, 2 York, Machine Maker, 
Dewsbury. Clough 


Dec 7 at 3 at Wellington Hotel, 





r, Francis, Stone Mason. Dec 8 at 11 at offices of Hughes and Masser, 

Serie Park st, Coventry * 

ooey George, me hel aoa Boot and Shoe Dealer. Dec6 at 1 at Great Western 

Shergold, coer we Yeovil, Tag A Dec 12 at 3 at the Mermaid Hotel, Yeov 

sill , Joseph i, Notingham, Shoeing Smith. Nov 29 at 12 at offices of Black, Low 

smith, a rf Mason, Gresham st, Commission Agent. Dec 20 at 3 at offices of Mon- 

Smit M doorse A Alfred, Nottingham, Barman, Nov 29at3 at offices of Cranch, Poultry- 
arcade, Notting ham . 

Smith, James, Rochdale, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. Dec 12 at 3 at offices of Wiles, 
Acker st chmbrs, Acker st. Rochdale 

Sey, Annie, Praed st, Paddington, Dealer in Berlin Wool. Dec 7 at 2 at offices 

Spy yer and Son, Old Broad st 

Speller, Thomas, Lyon st, Caledonian rd, Islington, Contractor. Dec 15 at 3 at offices 
of Fenton, Kingsland-green, 

Spencer, bine ya Heywood, Lancaster, Coach Proprietor. Dec 12 at 3 at offices of 
Weston and Co, Market pl, Heywood 

Stibbards, David, Longton, Stafford, Confectioner. Dec 7 at 3 at offices of Welch, 
Caroline st, Longton 

Stoct ings, Alfred, Norwich, Chemist. Dec 9 at 12 at offices of Emerson, Rampant 
Horse st, Norwich 

ye John Henry, Lincoln, but now of Donington, out cf business. Nov 29 at 3 at 

Fortescue Arms Inn, Billingborough. Descon and Wilkins, Peterborough 

Summersall, Walker, Heywood, Lancaster, Coach Proprietor. Dec 12 at 2,30 at Market 
pl, Heywood. Weston and Cu, Manchester 

Swann, William, Scarborough, York, Sadler. Dec 7 at 3 at offices of Greenwood, 
Huntriss-row, Scarborough 

Temperley, Joseph, Tow Law, Durham, Joiner. Dec? at 12 at Graingerst, West, New 
castle-upon-Tyne. Gibson bson, N rwcastle-upon- 

baa William Smith, Gateshead, Durham, Grocers. Dec 5 at 2at offices of Aitchison, 
Collingwood st, Newcastle- upon-Tyne 

Todd, tari Fishergate, Preston, Chemist. Dec 9 at 10,30 at County Court Offices, Pres- 
ton. Preston 

Townsend, Richard, Middlesborough, York, Pedlar. Dec 12 at 3 at offices of Lewis, 
Zetland "rd, Middlesborough 

Tunnicliff, Peter J ones, Ashton-under-Lynne, Lancaster, Tailor. Dec 7 at 3 at offices of 
Bradbury, Booth chmbrs, Beoth st, Ashton-under-Lynne 

bi ye hg — ‘ord. Fishmonger. Dec 6 at 11 at offices of Stephenson, 

eapside, 

Turrell, Abraham, Aldeburgh, Suffolk, Grocer. Dec 16 at 2 at offices of Pollard, St 
Lawrence st, Ipswich 

Vicary, Wiliam Augustus haspengy = East Stonehouse, Devon, Stationer. Dec 7 at 12 at 
offices of Pearse, Princess sq, bt er 

va ~ eaeae Bristol, out of business. Dec 7 at 10 at offices of Brown, Corn st- 

ward, John, Battersea pk rd, Surrey, Boot Manufacturer. Dec 7 at 3 at Masons’ Hal 
Tavern, Masons’ avenue. Young, Newgate st 

Wilkins, William, Upton-upoa-Severn, pet ane Farmer. Dec 10 at 10.15 at Star 
Hotel, U pton- _— -Severn. Mcores and Romney, Tew 

Wiliis, Alfred Robe gt er Surrey, Clerk in Holy Orders. Dec 10 at 12 at offices of 
Knight and Ward, West st, Farnha: 


™m 

Willis, John, Wandsworth common, Government Clerk. Dec 2at 3 at offices of Fawcett 
and’ Co, King st, Cheapside. Staniland 

Williams, David, Connahs quay, Flint, Grocer. Dec 13 at 12 at Albion Hotel, Chester. 
Davies and Roberts, Holywell 

Williams, Henry, Grosvenor st, Manchester, Artificial Flower Manufacturer. Dec 7 at 3 
at offices of Fox, Princess st, Manchester 

Tvuxspay, Nov. 29, 1881. 

Aylward, Arthur Octavius, Winchester, Farmer. Dec 12 at 12 at Eagle Hotel, Win- 
chester. Killby, Southampton 

Bambrough, James, Sunderland, Durham, Shipowner. Dec 14 at 11 at offices of Oliver, 
Jobn st, Sunderland 

= Edward, Halifax, York, Butcher. Dec 12 at 4 at offices of Kerr, George st 


alifax 
Briggs, John, Tkeston, , Derby, Baker. Dec 12 at 11 at offices of Thurman and Slack, 
st. eston 
aan, David, Grove rd, Holloway, Builder. Dec 8 at 10 at offices of Biggin, Chancery 


nen: James Start, Pressland st, Westbourne pk, Builder’s Foreman. Dec 8 at 12 at 
Liquidation Co, Finsbury pavement. Ede, Fore 

Browne, William, Maidstone, Kent, . Dec 10 at 11 at offices of Monckton and 
Co, King st, Maidstone 

Bull, George, Gravel Jane, Southwark, Floor Cloth Dealer. Dec 8 at 3 at offices of 
White, ueen st, ——— 

Butterfield, Edwin, Tunstall, Stafford, Mining Eogineer. Dec 12 at 3 at offices of Hol- 
lingshead and Moody, ‘Tunstall 

bay ig ee Framaden, Suffolk, Innkeeper. Dec 9 at 12 at office of Hill, St Nicholas 
st, Ips’ 

agen, Sm, Walsall, Ale Merchant. Dec 9 at 11,30 at office of Bill, Bridge st, Wal- 


Oe , Edmund, and Hannah Cle, s, Bigew. Leeds. Milliners. Dec 16 at 1.30 at offices 


nd and Barwick, Albion p 
Cottrall, Be Richard, Kingston-upon-Hull, Master Mariner. Dec 12 at 3 at Law 
Society’s Hall, Lincotn’s inn bidgs. verack, Hull 

Courcha, John, ‘Duke et, Bethnal Green, Cabinet ufacturer. Dec 12 at 3 at office of 
cron, With bangs hag taford, Chester, Farmer. Dec 14 at 3 at Royal George 
Ome liam, Allosto nu at 3 at 

» Knutsford. Brett and Craven, Manchester 

Phang Geo Vauxhall Bridge rd, Surrey, Baker. Dec 6 at 1 at 162, Fleet at. Draper, 

Vincent sq, Westminster 
ls, Thomas, Manchester, Tin Trunk Manufacturer. Dec 19at 3 at office of Southam 


Cross st. Manchester 
Davies, Ellis, Waenfawr, Carnarvor, Builder. Dec l4at 11 at Sportsman Hotel, Car 
ughes, Carnarvon 


narvon, Williams and H 
Dawson, Thomas, and George Dawson, Great Driffield, Coal Merchants, Dec 10 


Robert 
at 18 at offices of Jen:aings and Co, Ge Dried 
Dupree, George Alfred, lane, Merchant Tailor. Dec 7at2 at Guildhall 
Tavern, @ st. a st 
Booles, Matthew, Wakefield, Dec 9 at 11 at offices of Lake and Lake, South- 


gern, = Wellingtun, Salop, Watchmaker. Dec 10 at 13 at offices of Knowles, 
—, ree .how, Hopton, Norfolk, Grocer. Deo 12 at 12 at Royal Hotel, 
y change lay, Shien a Dee 123 at 12 at offices of Ibbotson, 
yo ry ae i Dec 12 at 4.30 at Law Society, 
Prenat Dovid Onayeell vac Herth Wetenen, Retna, Gbtens Déo Sat 10 at offices of 


Hulbert, Colmore row 
em eg Shading field, Suffolk, Farmer. Deo 15 at 1 at White Lion Hotel, Beccles. 
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Fullwood, Frederick John, Handsworth, Stafford, ——_ Jeweller. 
ee! beige 


am, Glass Tablet Man 
Dec 8 at 11 at offices of Jacob, 


at offices of Huggins and Mallard, Newall chbrs, Ne 
Gathercole, John 


offices of Hod 


owlett, Birmin, 
and Price, aterloo st, Birmingham 


Wharf, Cardiff, Grocer. 


Dec 9 at 10.30 
Dec 12 at 3 at 


Stoke-upon-Trent 


rd, Middlesborough 
Russell, Stephen, Litchfield 
Tavern, Masons’ avenue, 


Rudd, Soba, Middlesborough, York, Butcher. 


ey Orlando, Stoke-upon-Trent, Contractor. Dec. 10 at 11 at offices of 


Dec 16 at 2 at offices of Lewis, 2 


e, Finchley, Builder. Dec 12 at 3 at Masons? } 
a 


iff 
en Kingsbury, Farmer. Dec? at 3 at offices of Taylor and Co, South 
st, Fins 
i Dee 10 at 12 at offices of Shelly, Princess 


Gullet, John 
sq, Plymouth 

Gustard, John George, Byker, Newcastle upon Tyne, Grocer. Dec 9 at 3 at offices of 
Johnston, Mosely st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Hanson, Richard, Slaidburn, West Riding, York, Innkeeper. Dec 15 at 12 at offices 
of Eastham, Church st, C litheroe 

Hervey, William, Kidderminster, Worcester, Commission Agent. Dec 7 at 3.30 at office 
of Corbet, Church st, Kidderminster 

Hemins, Samuel, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Commission Agent. Dec 9 at 2-at the 

Dec 9 at 2at offices of Hind and Everatt, 


, Plymouth, Ironmonger. 


Talbot Hotel, King st, Wolverhampton. Sargent, Birmingham 
—o Richard, Goole, York, Grocer. 


Herrmann, Edward, Leyton rd, West Ham, Essex, Cheesemonger. Dec7 at 2 at offices 
of Morphett, King st, ‘Cheapside. Willis, Charles sq, Hoxton 

Hewett, Samuel, Orlando rd, Clapham, of no occupation. Dec 12 at 2 at office of Blewitt 
and Co, Gracechurch st 

Hilton, Thomas, Great Grimsby, Lincoln, Provision Dealer. 
Mason, Victoria st South, Great Grimsby 

Holding, Thomas, Accrington, Joiner. Dee 13 at 3 at Mechanics’ Institute, Willow st, 

. Accrington, Radcliffe. Blackburn 

Jacobs, John, Banbury, Oxford, General Dealer. Dec 19 at 3 at Mullen’s Hotel, Iron- 
monger lane, Cheapside. W ild and Co, Ironmonger lane 

Lee, Frederick William Jackson, Hall green, Crigglestone, York, Licensed Victualler. 
Dec 9 at 1 at offices of Lake and Lake, Southgate, Waketield 

Jackson, Maria, Rochdale, Lancaster, Widow. Dec 23 at 3 at offices of Jackson, Lower 
gates, Rochdale 

Jennings, Edwin, Birmingham, Butcher. 
Birmingham 

— William, Sheffield, Clothier. Dec 12 at 11 at offices of Porrett, Bank st, Shef- 
fie} 


Dec 19 at 2 at 


Dec 13 at 2.30 at offices of 


Dec 12 at 11 at offices of Smith, Colmore row, 


Jordan, Thomas Salmon, Battersea pk rd, Surrey, Provision Merchant. 
Mullen’s Hotel, Ironmonger lane. Blelloch, Moorgate st 

Kidson, Robert, Abbeygate st, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, Tailor. 
of Kearsey and Co, Old Jewry 

Kingsbury, William Jobn, and Augustus Moss, Colchester, Essex, Lemonade Manufac- 
turers. Dec 14 at 2 at Fleece Hotel, Head st, Colchester. Evans, Maldon 

Knapp, William Brush, Swindon, Wilts, Grocer. Dec 10 at 12 at Queen’s Royal Hotel, 
New Swindon. Bradford and Foote, Swindon 

Law, Joseph Frederick, Gt Dodford, Bromsgrove, Worcester, out of business. Dec 9 
at 2.30 at Crown Hotel, Worcester. Huggins and Mallard 

Lawson. Joseph, Chester, Dec 9 at 11 at offices of Boydell and Co, Pepper st, 
Chester 

Lewis, George, Deptford Lower rd, Rotherithe, Surrey, Boot and Shoe Maker, Dec 12 
at 3at Finsbury pavement, E de, Fore st 

Limmer, George Edward, and Albert Lake Firth, Corn Exchange, Sheffield, Cutiery 
Dealers. Dec 12 at 11 at offices of Ibbotson Change-alley, Sheffield 

a John, Bristol, Grocer. Dec 12 at 3 at offices of Titley, Orange-grove, 


Dec 12 at 2 at offices 


ker, 


Lowe, John, Leamington, Warwick, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Dec 20 at 2 at Bath 
Hotel, Bath st, Leamington, Abbott, Leamington 

Le Maitre, Zante William, Walmer, Kent, Gent. Dec 13 at 2.30 at Black Horse Hotel, 
Deal. Herbert and Kent, Gracechureh st 

Martin, Piers Edgcumb, Apiary, King’s Somborne, Southampton, Bee Master, Hive 
Maker. Dec8at3at offices of Bell and Tayler, Portland st, Southampton 

Mendoza, Alfred, Liverpoo!, Musician. Dec 12 at 3 at offices of Blackhurst and Fretson 
Dale st, Liv erpool 

Moore, Robert, Middlesborough, York, Gent. 
Fawcett, Finkle st, Stockton on Tees 

Monk, W illiam, Montagu terrace, Richmond, Fly and Cab Proprietor. 
the Railway Hotel, Richmond. Seeley 

Moncaster, Richard Sarginson, Hunslet, Leeds, York, Engineer. Dec 13 at 3 at the Law 
Instituce, Albion p], Leeds. Rider, Leeas 

Morton, Sharpe, Huddersfield, Restanrant Keeper. Dec 12 at 11 at offices of Welsh, Vic- 
toria chmbrs, Queen st. Haddersfield 

Mutch, William, Kemble rd, Waddon, Croydon, Surrey, Builder. 
of Carter and Bell, Eastcheap 

Murray, Augustus Gostling, Scarsdale villas, Kensington, Gent. Dec 20 at 3 at the Inns 
of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Finnis and W ylie, Surrey st, Strand 

Neild, Jacob, the younger, Salford, Lancaster, Baker. Dec 12 at 3 at offices of Davies 
and Co, Brown st, Manchester. Brier, Live i 

Notman, William, Clarendon rd, Notting hill, Builder. 
and Cartwright, Basinghall st. Harrison, Pancras lane 

Palmer, Thomas, Paingion, Devon, Farmer. Dec 12 at 12 at offices of Eastley and Jar- 
man, New st, Paington 

Payne, William Henry, Cheltenhim, Gloucester, Chemist. Dec 13 at 12 at Bath Hotel, 
Albion st, Cheltenham, Dighton, Newent 

Powell, Jobn, Bristol, Art Decorator. Dec 12 at 12 at offices of Trapnell, Caledonian 
chmbrs, St Stephen’ s avenue, Bristol 

Priest, James, Roath, Cardiff, Grocer. Dec 12 at 12 at offices of Evans, Shannon ct, Corn 
st, Bristol. Griffith and Corbett, Cardiif 

Reey e, William, Woodnewton, No:thampton, Farmer. Dec 12 a: 12 at offices of Tnomp- 
son and Co, Barn hill, Stamford, Lincoln 


Dec 15 at 11.30 at offices of Garbutt and 
Dec 16 at 3 at 


Dec 15 at 3 at offices 


Dec 9 at 2 at offices of Pannell 





, Newgate st 

Sharman, Charles, Northampton, iachine Sewer. Dec 12 at 11 at Peacock Hotel, Mi 
sq, Northampton. Jeffery, Northampton a 

Shore, Samuel William, Formby, Lancaster, Salesman. Dec 18 at 2 atoffices of D 
and Syers, Lord st, Liverpool 

Simmons, Andrew, pe cw 8 Earthenware Dealer. Dec 16 at 12 at offices of 
ford, Church gate, Loughboro' ugh J 

Skinner, John James, Tunbridge Wells, Kent. Solicitor’s Clerk. Dee7 at ll ate 
of Burton, Dyott ter, Tunbridge Wells : 

Slader, Susannah, North Molton, Devon, Farmer. Dec 9 at 2at offices of Riccard ay 
Son, South Molton, Devon R 

Smith, Henry, Hutton Cranswick, York, Farmer. Dec 12 at 3 at offices of I 
Exchange st, Gt Driffield 

Smith, Robert, Hessle Common, York, Farmer. Dec 13 at3 at offices of Sum 
Manor st, Kingston- upon-Hull 

Steven, J ohn, Strand, Bookseller. Dec 14 at 3 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. 
and Co, King st, Cheapsiae 

Sunderland, William, Colne Bridge, Huddersfield, Rag, Flock, and Shoddy 
Dec 16 at 11 at offices of W hitley and Whitley, New st, Huddersfield 

Varley, James, Bramley, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Dec 14 at 3.at offices of Kuna 
Co, Commercial bidgs, Park-row, 

Vane, William, Old Orchard, Poole, Dorset, Fruit and Fish Salesman. Dec 13 at i 
Crown Hotel, High st, Southampton 

Wakefield, John, Rugby, Warwick, Brick, Tile, and Pipe Maker. Dec 15 at 12 at'T 
Horse Shoes Inn, Sheep st, pa Homer, Covent 

Ward, Henry, Sheppenhall, Newh Chester, Farmer. Dec 16 at 2 at offices of L 
Nantwich, Cheshire 

Warner, Albert Samuel, Blackheath, Kent, Carpenter. Dec 9 at 3 at offices of Fore: 
and Co, Gresham st. Cannon, Wool Exchange, Coleman st 4 

Wells, George, Furze st, Bromley-by-Bow, Licensed Victualler. Dec 8 at 3 at offices 
Proctor and Andrews, Princess st, Spitalfields r 

Webb, John Augustus, Stroud and Bisley, Gloucester, Farmer. Dec 9 at 10.30 at offigi 
of Smith and Statiord, Bedford st, Stroud 

Westerdale, Henry, Owlthorne, York, Butcher. Dec 13 at 2,30 at 
Society, Lincoln's inn bidgs, ‘Kingston-upon-Hull, Middlemiss and Pearce 

Whitaker, William Henry, Redcar, York, Fishmonger. Dec 15 at 1 at Red Lion BH 
Redcar. Fowle, Northallerton 

Whittingham, George, Hanley, Stafford, Journeyman Tailor. Dec 10 at 11 at offices 4 
James, Newcastle-under-Lyme 

Wysall, Robert, Ripley, Derby, Miller. Dec 14 at 11.30 at offices of Cursham, 
House chambers, Ripley 

Williams, George, Plymouth, Grocer. Dec 10 at 11 at offices of Square and Co, Bank 
England chambers, Ply: mouth : 

Williams, Robert Pritchard, Beddgelert, Carnarvon, Quarry Manager. Dec 15 at 22 
the Sportsman Hotel, Portmadoe. Roberts, Bangor. 

Woolnough, Arthur George, Bury St. Edmgnd, Suttolk, Butcher, Dec 13 at 12 att 
Guildhall, Bury St. Edmunds, Gross, Bury St, Edmunds 
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SCHWEITZER’ 8 COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality‘ 
With the excess of fat extracted. 


ROBE v 


EDE AND SON, NDON 


LONDON GASRFTA 
and 


sfpaviished by. 
UNTRY 


LONDO VERTISES EN 
OFFICE.—No, uz,” CHANCERY SANE, F 
STREET, 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Age 


¢ MAKERS, 


The Faculty pronounce it “the most nutritious, per- 


fectiy digestible beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 


Sapper, and invaluable tor Invalids and Children.” 
Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 
Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 
all palates, keeps better in ail climates, and is fuur times 


the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAK«NED With | 
starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER ‘than such Mixtures. Fe 


Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful 


to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 


Cocoatima a La VasILzE is the most delicate, digestible, | 


cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibited. 


In tin packets at Is. 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., Ac., by Chemists | 
and Grocers 


Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 


H, SCHWEITZER & CO, 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. ' 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 


| SOLICITOKS’ AND HEGIST HARKS: GOWNS. 


KARKISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
¢ KORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94 CHANCERY LANK., LONDON. 


H AMPION & SONS make NU CHARGE 
for inserting particulars in their FREE MONTHLY 

REGISTER of ESTATES, TOWN and COUNTRY 

HOUSES, Furnished or Unfurnished, or for Sale, to be 

hed GRATIS at their Offices, or post-free for two omg 

Published on the Ist of thé month, and particulars for 

po should be oo Ag not later than five days previous 

| to en 

| Valuations for emg vind Transf ‘er. Surveys. 

Estate and Auction Offices, 8, Pall Mall East, 8.W. 








begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profes 
to the advantages of his jlong experience of upwariag ol 


thirty years, in the special insertion of all pro form 
notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued suppor . 
N.B. One copy of advertisement ute, "Oi wimg ane, 
strictest care and eer cape on ass' 

forms for advertisement and file 

kept. By appointment. 





JHE OHURCH PREFERMENT 
GAZETTE (issued Monthly), —— fall 
ticulars of Advowsons, cb Doggy eros Pa «+ for Ba‘ 
gether by useful advice purchasers, 
referred to +4 purchase,” ed beg by Mi. 
EMERY 8sT RK (Associate 


F.B.G.8., & jeneee enc! ie cantaemesl 
W, Exuny Buss, % Bottord pow gree. Broo ne 
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